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EDITORIAL 

The General Election in May has been the biggest event for the party 
for four years. For the BNP, it has been a huge success, with all its 
objectives having been met and, indeed, surpassed. The TV 
broadcast, the Post Office’s distribution of 214 million leaflets and 
the resulting 3,000 enquiries into the party have confirmed the 
wisdom of the 50-seat campaign. In addition, a clutch of excellent 
results including three saved deposits have proved an additional 
boost. Morale in the party is at its highest for years and as chasing 
thousands of follow-ups has given way to more regular political 
work, activity rates are lifting everywhere. A number of new leaflets 
have emerged to popular acclaim and more are planned. 

For four months or so, the party has been rather like an animal 
digesting an enormous meal. That meal is providing the party with 
new members, new activists, new talents, new resources and new 
ideas. And just as the party has to go looking for its next meal, party 
leader John Tyndall has announced that the BNP is to fight the 
European Elections in May 1999 by contesting a minimum of 
TWENTY seats. 

With the party obtaining a special printing deal to keep the cost of 
leaflets down, there is every likelihood of fighting around THIRTY 
Euro-seats as branches make the most of cheap leaflet costs and 
‘delivery’ charges of just £1,000 to distribute approximately 300,000 
leaflets per seat. In addition, the party is assured of another TV 
broadcast and the delivery of 6-10 million leaflets depending upon 
the final number of seats contested. 

Metropolitan Council Elections and County Council Elections 
will also be fought along the way. While these next May may be too 
early for the Blair honeymoon to have worn off and for the party to 
stage another Millwall upset, it will put the BNP’s name firmly in front 
of the public eye for the period when it will be possible — about this 
time next year onwards. 

At the same time, Nationalists across the world are also forging 
ahead. A month after the BNP’s excellent general election, the 
French had theirs. The Front National had a good election, although 
one tinged with just a little disappointment. They won one seat when 
they had expected a handful. In terms of expectation, the BNP had 
a better election than did the FN. Although having said that, the BNP 
has a lot of work to do to catch up with the hundreds of councillors 
the FN has! Next year, Austria goes to the polls and Jorg Haider’s 
Freedom Party, which already has 42 seats in its 183-member 
national parliament, is expected to make big gains. Haider has 
predicted that 1998 is the year that he will make Chancellor. If he 
does, the uproar will be immense and will serve to give confidence 
and credibility to nationalists everywhere. 

Back home, all the external conditions are present for the BNP to 
make a real breakthrough. The Tories are discredited and Labour 
will not deliver. So who will be the gainers? Not the Tories and 
certainly not Labour! With the party enjoying steady growth, 
prospects for the BNP have never looked rosier. The next 4-5 years 
are going to be the most exciting in the party’s history. 
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ANALYSIS 


THE 1997 GENERAL ELECTION 

TONY LECOMBER REVIEWS THE BNP PERFORMANCE 


T HE 1997 General Election 
will, of course, go down as 
the election when Labour 
swept the Tories out of 
office after 18 years. The 
Tory vote collapsed to its core level to give 
Labour a commons majority of 179. That 
aside, the General Election of May 1997 
was in any case one of the most remarkable 
elections for British Nationalism for twenty 
years. 

The results, particularly in our good 
areas, exceeded all the private expectations 
of the party’s senior officers by a long way. 
The BNP election campaign was a 
complete success and a triumph for all 
those that helped make it possible. 

At this point, it’s 
worth reminding 
ourselves what the 
goals were for this 
election. When the 
campaign was first 
announced in the 
Autumn of 1995, 
the aim was to: (a) 
set the party working 
on an achievable 
target; (b) make the 
party’s political 
mark for the period 
the other (that is, 
this) side of the 
election and; (c) 
recruit new 

members and new 
activists to build a 
bigger, stronger 
party in order to 
better exploit the 
political opport¬ 
unities that would come with a new 
government. These opportunities will begin 
to reveal themselves within the next 
eighteen months or so. 

At the time of announcing the 50-seat 
campaign, this medium term strategy 
required just two things: dedication and 
patience. Both have paid off as the party: (i) 
contested nearly 60 seats in the election; (ii) 
qualified for T.V. broadcasting time; (iii) 
screened the best small party political 
broadcast of the campaign; (iv) reaped 
millions of pounds worth of free publicity; 

Patriot Winter 1997 


(v) had two-and-a-quarter million leaflets 
distributed by the Post Office; (vi) saved 
both deposits in our East End target seats; 
(vii) saved another deposit in West 
Yorkshire; (viii) obtained a number of 
goodish votes elsewhere and; (ix) received 
some 3,000 enquiries into the party. 

Many of these enquiries will become 
members and activists, even Organisers of 
new groups. The BNP will benefit from an 
increase in the talents and resources 
available to the party and the BNP will grow 
and move to a new level of political activity 
— expanding our constituency to 
eventually, at some point, become 
mainstream. Not ‘respectable’ perhaps, 
but accepted as part of the political 


landscape promoting a legitimate point of 
view. 

It is worth saying again that the BNP in 
the election in May did fantastically well. 
Traditionally minor parties do better in by- 
elections and are badly squeezed come a 
General Election. In addition, the BNP also 
faced patriotic opposition from three 
fronts: the single issue Referendum Party, 
the anti-EU but liberalistic United Kingdom 
Independence Party and the National 
Democrats (the re-named ex-NF splinter 
group). Comparison with these parties is 


useful to serve as a yardstick of how well 
the BNP fared, both nationally and at 
individual constituency level. 

Taking these parties in turn, Goldsmith’s 
Referendum Party spent a staggering £20 
million on the campaign dwarfing the 
efforts of the UKIP which itself had an 
advertising budget of £8,000. Nevertheless, 
even that comparatively modest sum was 
£8,000 more than the BNP could spend on 
advertising, as the party strove to make a 
good job of the basics — fielding 50+ 
candidates, election addresses for all and a 
good T.V. broadcast. 

The Goldsmith millions obviously gave 
the Referendum Party tremendous publicity, 
with full page adverts in all the national 
dailies and advertising 
hoardings all over the 
country. Even 
spending such a sum 
of money was a 
source of publicity in 
itself. With £20 
million behind it, it 
was inevitable that 
the Referendum Party 
would best all of the 
other patriotic and 
anti-EU candidates in 
all but a handful of 
constituencies. 

In the end, the 
Referendum Party 
managed to contest 
554 seats and win 
810,231 votes for 3 
per cent of the poll, 
an average of 1,463 
votes per seat. Their 
best vote was 9.2% 
in Harwich and their worst vote was 84 
votes in Glasgow Anniesland for 0.25% of 
the poll. The £20 million spent worked out 
to £24.68 per vote. Goldsmith himself was 
disappointed with the size of the vote given 
his £20 million outlay and he disbanded the 
party, before dieing soon after. 

The United Kingdom Independence Party 
contested 194 seats to win 107,897 votes 
for 1.04% of the poll, an average of 556 
votes per seat. Their best vote was in 
Salisbury — the only seat in which they 
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managed to retain their deposit — with 
5.72% of the vote, and their worst vote was 
81 votes in Edinburgh Pentlands for a 
miserable 0.18% of the poll. 

Generally, the UKIP were left in the shade 
of the Referendum Party and even where 
the Referendum Party were absent, the 
UKIP did not seem able to significantly 
increase their percentage share, and take up 
the vote that might have been expected had 
a Referendum Party candidate also been 
present. For this reason, UKIP officials 
concede privately that they did not have a 
good election. 

Moving on to the National Front, the NF 
were the only patriotic party that did not 
contest a seat in which the BNP also stood. 
The NF stood in just 6 seats and obtained an 
average of 453 votes for 1.01% of the poll. 
In the two seats in which the NF also stood 
against the UKIP, the NF came off second 
best both times, but in the seat in which the 
National Democrats also stood — in 
Dudley North — the NF managed to beat 
them quite comfortably. The best NF vote 
came in Hayes & Harlington with 1.23% 
which fell short of the average BNP vote 
and their worst vote was 0.7% in Bromley 
& Chislehurst. 

The National Democrats stood in 21 seats 
and the most notable feature of their 
campaign was to stand against the speaker 
of the House of Commons, Betty 
Boothroyd in West Bromwich West. The 
speaker is traditionally given a clear run 
with just one name on the ballot and this 
gives any party choosing to break the 
convention a good chance of attracting a 


did just that including 
the National 

Democrats. Betty 
Boothroyd obtained 
65% of the votes cast, 

Change for Labour got 
23% and the National 
Democrats got 11.39%. 

While some have called 
the National Democrat 
candidature in West 
Bromwich West a cheap 
trick, it did at least 
allow them to retain 
their deposit and 
effectively have the 
Post Office leaflet West 
Bromwich West for them at no charge. 
Nevertheless, whatever the merits of 
contesting West Bromwich West, the 
result markedly skews the overall result. 
For this reason, two sets of figures are 
given here — with and without West 
Bromwich West. With West Bromwich 
West, the National Democrats contested 21 
seats and obtained 10,829 votes for an 
average 516 votes and 1.23% of the poll, 
although this was still lower than the 
average BNP vote. The best vote was, of 
course, in West Bromwich West with 
4,181 votes or 11.39% of the poll. Without 
West Bromwich West, the National 
Democrats contested 20 seats to obtain 
6,648 votes for an average of 332 votes or 
0.72% of the poll, with their best result 
coming in Birmingham Lady wood with 685 
votes or 1.8% of the poll. In either event, 
their worst vote was in Southport with 92 


In the one case where the National 
Democrats stood against the NF in Dudley 
North they were beaten by 90 votes and in 
no less than five seats where the National 
Democrats stood against the BNP, they 
came off a very poor second, usually 
trailing by several multiples of their own 
vote. 

That leads me to an interesting feature of 
the National Democrat campaign, in that 6 
out of 21 seats contested should have been 
against either the NF or the BNP. This was 
either a remarkable coincidence, or the 
National Democrats were searching for 
answers to questions we know not. We 
trust they’ve found the answers! As a final 
commentary on and to add to the woes of 
the National Democrats (discounting the 
latter’s freak West Bromwich West result) 
their average vote must be particularly 
disappointing since it was much lower than 
the NF’s average of 1983 — 1.12% which 
is generally recognised as the nadir of 
British Nationalism. As for the rump NF 
itself, it has lost one-tenth of a percentage 
point over that time, while fielding vastly 
fewer candidates (6) than in 1983 (58). 

That just leaves the BNP itself. The 
British National Party won 35,388 votes 
across 56 seats for an average of 632 votes 
per seat or 1.42% of the poll. The party’s 
best vote was in Bethnal Green & Bow with 
3,350 votes for 7.5% of the poll. The worst 
vote came in Bristol North West with 265 
votes for 0.32% of the poll. 

Of the 56 seats contested, 3 deposits 
were saved and in seats where the BNP had 
UKIP opposition, the party bested UKIP in 
more seats than the reverse. Taking UKIP 
as a yardstick, the party also won a higher 
average vote than UKIP and saved a far 
higher proportion of deposits. This was 
despite UKIP getting uncritical, even 
favourable media coverage in a number of 
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Glasgow Shettleston candidate Robert Currie (right) in Dumbarton: 
Scotland BNP contested three seats to make a full contribution to the 50-seat campaign 
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MAY 1997 BNP General Election Results 

Results are given in alphabetical order by constituency. Some minor votes for other parties have been omitted for reasons of space. 
Key: L (Labour), C (Conservative), LD (Liberal Democrat), BNP (British National Party), R (Referendum Party), 
V (UK Independence Party), SL (Socialist Labour), ND (National Democrats), FP (Fourth Party), S (Scottish National Party), 

IV (Workers Revolutionary Party), T (Third Way). 

ALDERSHOT: Dr. Donald Stevens BNP 322 (0.59%), C 23119, LD 16498, L 13057, U 794 

ASHFIELD: Steven Belshaw BNP 595 (1.18%), L 32979, C 10251, LD 4882, R 1896 

BARKING: Mark Toleman BNP 894 (2.71%), L 21698, C 5802, LD 3128, R 1283 

BATLEY & SPEN: Ron Smith BNP 472 (1.01%), L 23213, C 17072.LD 4133, R 1691 

BETHNAL GREEN & BOW: David King BNP 3350 (7.50%), L 20697, C 9412, LD 5361, R 557, SL 413 

BEXLEYHEATH & CRAYFORD: Pauline Smith BNP 429 (0.89%), L 21942, C 18527, LD 5391, R 1551, U 383 

BIRMINGHAM NORTHFIELD: Keith Axon BNP 337 (0.87%), L 22316, C 10873, LD 4078, R 1243 

BIRMINGHAM PERRY BARR: Lee Windridge BNP 544 (0.73%), L 28921, C 9964, LD 4523, R 843, FP 374 

BLABY: John Peacock BNP 523 (0.98%), C 24564, L 18090, LD 8001, R2018 

BLACKPOOL NORTH & FLEETWOOD: John Ellis BNP 288 (0.54%), L 28051, C 19105, LD 4600, R 1704 

BOURNEMOUTH WEST: John Morse BNP 165 (0.40%), C 17115, LD 11405, L 10093, R1910, U 281 

BRADFORD WEST: Gary Osborn BNP 839 (1.84%), LI 8932, C 15055, LD 6737, R1348 

BRISTOL NORTH WEST: Steven Parnell BNP 265 (0.32%), L 27575,C 16193, LD 7263, R 1609, SL 482 

BROXBOURNE: David Bruce BNP 610 (1.30%), C 22952, L16299, LD 5310, R 1633, T 172 

CALDER VALLEY: Christian Jackson BNP 431 (0.76%), L 26050, C 19795, LD 8322, R 1380 

CARSHALTON & WALLINGTON: Gary Ritchie BNP 261 (0.54%), LD 18490, C 16233, L11565, R 1289, U 218 

CHARNWOOD: Matthew Palmer BNP 525 (0.93%), C 26110, L 20210, LD 7224, R 2104 

CHINGFORD & WOODFORD GREEN: Alan Gould BNP 1059 (2.38%), C 21109, L 15395, LD 6885 

CLYDESDALE: Kenneth Smith BNP 311 (0.68%), L 23859, S 10050, C 7396, LD 3796 

COVENTRY SOUTH: Jeffrey Astbury BNP 328 (0.65%), L 25511, C 14558, LD 4617, R 943 

CROYDON SOUTH: Paul Ferguson BNP 354 (0.65%), C 25649, L 13719, LD 11441, R 2631, U 309 

DAGENHAM: Bill Binding BNP 900 (2.49%), L 23759, C 6705, LD 2704, R 1411, ND 183 

DARTFORD: Paul McHale BNP 428 (0.82%), L 25278, C 20950, LD 4827 

DEWSBURY: Frances Taylor BNP 2232 (5.18%), L 21286, C 12963, LD 4422, R 1019 

EAST HAM: Colin Smith BNP 1258 (3.15%), L 25779, C 6421, SL 2697, LD 2599, R 845, ND 290 

EDMONTON: Bruce Cowd BNP 437 (0.97%), L 27029, C 13557, LD 2847, R 708, U 260 

ELTHAM: William Hitches BNP 491 (1.13%), L 23710, C 13528, LD 3701, R 1414 

ENFIELD NORTH: Jean Griffin BNP 590 (1.24%), L 24148, C 17326, LD 4264, R 857, U 484 

EPPING FOREST: Paul Henderson BNP 743 (1.40%), C 24117, L 18865, LD 7074, R 2208 

ERITH & THAMESMEAD: Victor Dooley BNP 718 (1.73%), L25812, C 8388, LD 5001, R 1394, U 274 

FELTHAM & HESTON: Robert Church BNP 682 (1.46%), L 27836, C 12563, LD 4264, R 1099 

GILLINGHAM: Chris Jury BNP 195 (0.38%), L 20187, C 18207, LD 9649, R 1492, U 590 

GLASGOW GOVAN: Jim White BNP 149 (0.46%), L 14216, S 11302, C 2839, LD 1915, R 201 

GLASGOW SHETTLESTON: Robert Currie BNP 191 (0.71%), L 19616, S 3748, C 1484, LD 1061, R 151,W 80 

HACKNEY SOUTH & SHOREDITCH: Gordon Callow BNP 531 (1.57%), L 20048, LD 5068, C 4494, , R 613, W 113 

HARLOW: John Bowles BNP 319 (0.67%), L 25861, C 15347, LD 4523, R 1422, U 340 

ILFORD NORTH: Paul Wilson BNP 750 (1.54%), L 23135, C 19911, LD 5049 

ILFORD SOUTH: Aron Owens BNP 580 (1.16%), L 29273, C 15073, LD 3152, R 1073, SL 868 

KINGSWOOD: Peter Hart BNP 290 (0.48%), L 32181, C 17928, LD 7672, R 1463 

LEICESTER WEST: Adrian Belshaw BNP 302 (0.74%), L 22580, C 9716, LD 5795, R 970, SL 452, ND 186 

LEOMINSTER: John Haycock BNP 292 (0.58%), C 22888, LD 14053, L 8831, R 2815, U 588 

MITCHAM & MORDEN: Lynda Miller BNP 521 (1.09%), L 27984, C 14243, LD 3632, R 810, U 117 

MORLEY & ROTHWELL: Roger Wood BNP 381 (0.83%), L 26836, C 12086, LD 5087, R 1359 

OLD BEXLEY AND SIDCUP: Valerie Tyndall BNP 415 (0.81%), C 21608, L 18039, LD 8284, R 2457, U 489 

POPLAR & CANNING TOWN: John Tyndall BNP 2849 (7.26%), L 24807, C 5892, LD 4072, R 1091, SL 557 

READING EAST: Barbara Packer BNP 238 (0.47%), L 21461, C 17666, LD 9307, R 1042, U 252 

READING WEST: Ian Dell BNP 320 (0.66%), L 21841, C 18844, LD 6153, R 976, U 255 

ROCHDALE: Gary Bergin BNP 653 (1.36%), L 23758, LD 19213, C 4237 

ROMFORD: Michael Carey BNP 522 (1.24%), L 18187, C 17538, LD 3341, R 1431 

ROSSENDALE & DARWEN: Andrew Wearden BNP 674 (1.32%), L 27470, C 16521, LD 5435, R 1108 

SHERWOOD: Paul Ballard BNP 432 (0.76%), L 33071, C 16259, LD 4889, R 1882 

SOUTHWARK NORTH & BERMONDSEY: Michael Davidson BNP 713 (1.75%), LD 19831, L 16444, C 2835, R 545, ND 95 
STOKE-ON-TRENT CENTRAL: Michael Coleman BNP 606 (1.51%), L 26662, C 6738, LD 4809, R 1071 
STOKE-ON-TRENT SOUTH: Steve Batkin BNP 568 (1.23%), L 28645, C 10342, LD 4710, R 1103, ND 288 
TAUNTON: Les Andrews BNP 318 (0.52%), LD 26064, C 23621, L 8248, R 2760 
WEST HAM: Kenneth Francis BNP 1198 (3.56%), L 24531, C 5037, LD 2479 


dailies and with The Guardian giving UKIP 
a whole page to advance its case in the run 
up to the election. 

While the General Election has been an 
outstanding success for the party, there is 
just one note of caution. Analysis of the 


party’s vote distribution shows that in 
many seats contested, the party’s vote was 
not particularly good. More than half the 
seats the BNP contested achieved votes of 
less than 1% and six of these can be called 
really poor. This fact is masked by the 


party’s three saved deposits and mean 
average vote of 1.42%. However, with 6 
votes falling under 0.5% and no less than 23 
votes falling into the 0.51%-1.0% bracket 
there is clearly no room for complacency. 
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Number 
of seats 


Given that the 
BNP had as 
much name 
recognition as 
the Referendum 
Party, the vote 
distribution 
shows that where 
the party has not 
established a 
raport with the 
public in the area 
it operates, it is 
basically 
unpopular. In 
turn , that reveals 


20 


15 


10 


0 


23 


13 


NOTE OF CAUTION 

Number of seats in which BNP 
obtained any given one-half 
percentage spread of the vote. 

As can be seen, there is not a 
normal distribution — most results 
are skewed to the low end of the 
scale. Thus while the mean average 
may be 1.42%, the median average 
is barely 1 % and the modal average 
is 0.75%. 
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, cut-off point 
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Percentages obtained by BNP 
that most BNP units have given the idea of community politics no more than lip service. 
This has to change. Organisers must give a lead in the basics of community politics — 
canvassing, building door-to-door paper rounds , and contesting more local elections. 


While the mean average vote may have been 
1.42%, the modal (most popular) average 
vote was only just over half that at 0.75% 
and the median (middle) average vote 
worked out to two-thirds of the mean vote 
at 0.97%. 

The hardest part of this analysis is 
deducing why, despite the overall success 
of the campaign obviously boosted by our 
good results, so many of our results were 
sub standard. The presence of a 
Referendum Party or UKIP candidate alone 
does not at first sight seem to be a 
significant factor. Of all 56 seats contested, 
just 6 BNP candidates had no patriotic or 
anti-EU opposition — four of which 
obtained votes greater than 1% and two did 
not. There is however, an immediately 
obvious correlation between BNP 
candidates facing two patriotic or anti-EU 
candidates at the same time. In our bottom 
6 results, 3 of our candidates faced 
Referendum Party and UKIP candidates for 
a high ratio of 1 in 2 seats. In our next 
tranche of 23 candidates getting between 
0.51% and 1.0% of the vote, 8 of our 
candidates faced Referendum Party and 
UKIP candidates for a ratio of more than 1 
in 3 seats. Taken together, the 29 BNP 
candidates winning less than 1 % of the vote 
faced Referendum Party and UKIP 
candidates in 11 out of 29 seats, a ratio of 
roughly 2 in 5. Whereas the 27 BNP 
candidates who polled more than 1 % faced 
Referendum Party and UKIP candidates in 
just 3 instances. This works out to a very 
low ratio of just 1 in 9. There were an 
additional 4 instances where BNP 



Michael Davidson: 

One of the bravest people in the party 


candidates polling more than 1% faced 
Referendum Party and National Democrat 
candidates together, but the National 
Democrat challenge was so weak as to be 
insignificant. These facts provide a strong 
indicator that Referendum Party and UKIP 
candidates together suppressed the BNP 
vote significantly. And while it appears that 
a single Referendum Party or UKIP 
candidate did not do so, one has to 
appreciate that amongst the party’s top 8 
votes, 6 seats had a lot of work put into 
them, which would have had the effect of 
fighting off such a challenge. Of the other 
two seats, one had no Referendum Party or 
UKIP opposition and the other had just a 
single Referendum Party opponent. It 
follows also that in other seats where little 
work had been done, the party would suffer 
badly from any credible patriotic or anti-EU 
candidate entering the fray. 

Thus the explanation for the party’s sub 
standard vote in so many constituencies is 
firstly, the presence of Referendum Party 
and UKIP candidates (two at once being 
worse) and secondly, the amount of work 
that the party itself puts into any given 
campaign. The brutal fact is that too little 
was done in many constituencies around 
the country and this was reflected in the 
votes obtained. How many can say that 
they leafleted all, or even most of, their 
constituencies within the eighteen months 
between when the party first announced 
the 50-seat campaign and the election 
itself? Or canvassed it? In the BNP’s top 8, 
the two East End seats had not and to an 
extent were living off of past efforts. But 
those past efforts were mighty enough for 
the party to get away with it, even if it was 
not good practice. Chingford & Woodford 


Green and Dewsbury were completely 
leafleted — Dewsbury with British 
Nationalist. Dagenham was mostly leafleted 
and of course the excellent 1994 campaign 
would also have helped. East Ham had a lot 
of work done on it including the fighting of 
several council elections helping to raise the 
party’s profile, particularly at its whiter 
southern end of the constituency. The two 
anomalies here are the party’s results in 
Barking and in West Ham, both areas of no 
previous work with the exception of one 
council ward fought in Barking in 1994 and 
in which the party obtained 16% of the 
vote. It is likely here that both areas may 
have benefited from being surrounded by 
other good areas where work had been 
done, and where people had friends and 
relations. In addition, there was no UKIP or 
Referendum Party opposition to the party in 
West Ham and only a single Referendum 
Party candidate in Barking. 

Equally, at the bottom end of the scale, 
Bristol North West and Kingswood provide 
anomalies in that they were leafleted to a 
greater or lesser extent with Kingswood 
getting around 75% coverage and Bristol 
North West getting around 40% coverage. 
Paradoxically, Taunton obtained a better 
vote with no previous coverage whatsoever. 
West Country activists must wonder if 
there is any justice in the world or any hope 
for them! The other poor results, however, 
had little work done on them at all and that 
includes the second tranche of BNP results 
in the 0.51%-1% bracket. In general the 
more work that was put in, the better the 
result. This is obvious and is what should be 
expected. 

Comparisons with previous General 
Elections is heartening. In the two General 
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Elections in which the party has stood in 
before — in 1983 and in 1992, in which the 
party fielded 54 and 13 candidates 
respectively — the BNP’s results are up in 
all respects. In 1983, the party’s average 
vote was just 0.66%, although only 5 seats 
had election addresses owing to lack of 
resources. Taking the 5 seats which did 
have election addresses, the average vote 
was 0.98% of the poll. Taking the lower 
figure of 0.66%, the party’s vote has more 
than doubled since then and even taking the 
higher 0.98% figure, the party’s vote has 
increased by half. Additionally, a last 
minute measure designed to ensure that the 
party attained its 50-seat figure meant that 
the party contested two extra seats — Old 
Bexley & Sidcup and Bexleyheath & 
Crayford — the paperwork for which was 
completed on the last day possible and 
which seats did not have election 
addresses. Essentially, they were contested 
for insurance purposes. Stripping these 
figures out of the BNP total pushes up the 
party’s average slightly to 1.44%. 

Taking individual constituencies, Enfield 
North achieved the greatest increase from 
268 votes or 0.54% in 1983 to 590 votes or 
1.24% this time, more than doubling the 
vote. In general, however, it isn’t 
meaningful to make individual comparisons 
because of the lack of election addresses in 
1983. One constituency where this can be 
managed however is in Hackney South & 
Shoreditch which did have an election 
address in 1983. In 1983, the vote was 374 
or 0.98% of the vote, which had jumped to 
531 or 1.57% this time, an increase of more 
than half. It should also be borne in mind 
that bad as Hackney was in 1983, it is much 
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worse now! The highest vote in 1983 
incidently was 1.26% in Walsall South, less 
than the average BNP vote this time in 1997. 
The General Election of 1983 was, 
however, 14 years ago and a better 
comparison can be had with our results in 
1992. In 1992, the party was in the middle 
of its Rights for Whites campaign and was 
steadily increasing its professionalism in 
terms of electioneering tactics in London’s 
East End and increasing its votes at local 
council level. So it was decided that the 
party should only aim to fight a dozen or so 
seats on a regional basis; thus activists from 
all over a region could be mobilised to 
contest just one seat and attempt to 
maximise its vote thereby. This tactic was 
only partially successful most notably in 
London’s East End where the party 
extensively leafleted across both 
constituencies, canvassed a reasonable 
portion of Bethnal Green & Stepney and in 
doing so, obtained the highest votes. The 
average vote in 1992 was 1.17% and 
bearing in mind the fact that the vote was 
maximised in this fashion, that the party 
could this time around increase its average 
vote to 1.42% is a definite advance and is 
the result of: more work being done in at 
least some areas; of a higher national profile 
resulting from the BNP’s bookshop saga 
and of course; the credibility boosting 
Millwall win, although that is now some 4 
years ago, the glow of which is fading. In 
the East End, the party managed to more 
than double its vote of 3% & 3.6% from 
1992 to 7.26% & 7.5% and save both 
deposits. 

This achievement alone is a vindication of 
the hard work in terms of leafleting, 


canvassing and the intensive work involved 
in by-elections which was used to spread 
the party’s message, meet people and 
convince them: (1) of the soundness of our 
ideas and; (2) the decency of our party 
which is at least as important. 

The morale boosting factor of saving 
both deposits cannot be overemphasised. 
In the end, the deposits were retained quite 
comfortably. 

As for other seats, in Southwark North & 
Bermondsey, the vote on 1992 was also up 
from 530 last time for 1.4% of the poll to 
713 votes this time for 1.75% an increase of 
25% on the vote. And in Rochdale and 
Blaby the vote on 1992 was also up -— 1.2% 
in Rochdale in 1992 to 1.36% in 1997 and 
0.8% in Blaby in 1992 to 0.98% in 1997, a 
jump of almost 25% as in Southwark North 
& Bermondsey. One result did go down 
slightly — in Clydesdale from 0.71% to 
0.68% but this was marginal. 

One of the surprises of the election was 
the excellent vote Frances Taylor received 
in Dewsbury. In 1992 the Dewsbury result 
was 660 votes for 1. h% ofthe poll In 1997, 
this had increased by a whopping four-and- 
a-half times to 2,232 for 5.18% of the poll. 
This astonishing vote increase is purely a 
reflection of increased work rate and was 
achieved at quite a high financial cost in the 
way of leafleting the entirety of Dewsbury 
with the party’s broadsheet newspaper, 
British Nationalist. At first glance though, 
this theory tended to fall down because 
neighbouring Batley & Spen was also 
leafleted with BN and yet the Batley & Spen 
result was only just over 1%. The reason 
for the difference though is to be found in 
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the makeup of the two constituencies. 
Again, at first glance, they appear similar 
with almost identical Asian enclaves 
making up around the same non-white 
percentage. The all important difference, 
however, is that Dewsbury is one town in 
which everyone is forced to live side by side 
and as a result, no-one can escape the 
unpleasant facts of the multi-racial society. 
Batley & Spen, by contrast, is a series of 
little villages where people don’t have to 
come into contact with each other — 
specifically the Asian part of the 
constituency, so that in Batley & Spen it is 
possible to pretend that the problems don’t 
exist. 

It is also true to say that our candidate for 
Dewsbury, Frances Taylor probably 
benefitted from a number of voters 
mistakenly voting for her instead of 
Labour’s Ann Taylor. But while the exact 
number of these can only be guessed at, it 
cannot have been the thousand claimed by 
Ann Taylor. In the General Election several 
constituencies had candidates sharing the 
same surname. Why is it that only in 
Dewsbury are voters supposed to be so 
thick that they couldn’t tell the difference? 

In fact Ann Taylor received 80 votes that 
were initially marked for Frances Taylor, 
but were then crossed out and remarked for 
Ann Taylor. Clearly, there was genuine 
confusion with the names and 80 Labour 
voters realised that they had voted for the 
wrong candidate. The point is how many 
Labour voters did not realise? Given the 
fact that the party name appears on the 
ballot paper it beggars belief that 1,000 
could have made that mistake as Ann 
Taylor claimed. It could have been as many 
as the 80 voters who realised their initial 
mistake and changed their vote. It could 
even have been a couple of hundred. If that 
was the case, the confusion could just have 
been the difference between saving and 


losing the deposit. Even so, it’s a very close 
call and quite frankly everyone needs a bit 
of luck even the BNP, but it’s not the big 
deal that the party’s detractors have made 
it out to be. 

While the party bested UKIP in more 
seats than the reverse, the BNP did 
generally come off second best to the 
Referendum Party. Of the 50 seats the BNP 
contested with a Referendum Party 
opponent, the party bested the Referendum 
Party in only 6 — in all three deposit saving 
seats, that is Bethnal Green & Bow, Poplar 
& Canning Town and Dewsbury, but also 
in East Ham, Southwark North & 
Bermondsey and in Glasgow Shettleston, 
the best of the three Scottish seats 
contested by the party and where the 
Referendum Party had little appeal. Then 
again, as was noted in May British 
Nationalist which commented briefly on 
the results, what might the BNP have 
achieved with an expenditure of £20 million 
or even a fraction of that? 

Where the BNP found itself with National 
Democrat opposition, the latter were 
absolutely crushed. In Dagenham, where 
the National Democrats clearly desired a 
piece of the BNP action from 1994, they 
obtained 183 votes or 0.51% of the poll 
against the BNP’s 900 votes or 2.49%, a 
difference of more than 700 votes and with 
the BNP getting nearly 5 times the National 
Democrat score. 

As in Dagenham, so too in Southwark 
North & Bermondsey. Here the National 
Democrat obtained 95 votes for 0.23% of 
the poll against 713 votes or 1.75% for the 
BNP. A difference of more than 600 votes 
and more than IVi times the National 
Democrat total. 

East Ham provided much the same story 
with the National Democrats getting 290 
votes for 0.73% of the poll against the 
BNP’s 1,258 votes or 3.15%. A difference 


of 968 votes and nearly AVi times that of the 
National Democrat. Similarly in Stoke-on- 
Trent South, the party obtained 280 votes 
more than the National Democrats, getting 
nearly double their vote. And in Leicester 
West, the party polled 116 votes more than 
the National Democrats which was more 
than half the National Democrat vote again. 

Summarising these results, the British 
National Party trounced the National 
Democrats and left the National Front 
completely in the shade both in terms of 
seats fought and results. While the party did 
not contest as many seats as the UKIP, the 
party obtained a higher average poll, saved 
a higher proportion of deposits and bested 
them where the two parties clashed more 
times than the reverse. Only the 
Referendum Party did better than the BNP 
in terms of both seats contested and in 
results. But with an expenditure of £20 
million, it was entitled to. In any case, that 
party is no more which leaves the BNP to 
fight it out with the UKIP to see which party 
will become preeminent. A harbinger could 
well be the recent Uxbridge by-election in 
which the BNP got more than five times 
UKIP’s vote and which prompted its leader 
to retire. 

While the forgoing paints a fairly rosy 
picture, it must still be remembered that the 
party had quite a few poor votes. These 
poor votes were primarily the result of not 
enough work being put into the seats 
contested. If every branch put the same 
amount of work into their areas — which 
has been the constant refrain at party 
seminars and of articles in party 
publications — then many more good 
results could have been had. As it is, too 
many Organisers pay lip service to the 
creed of more work and canvassing but 
don’t actually do it. Look at Dewsbury — 
for the ones that dare and do, success 
will follow! @) 
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FREEDOM OF SPEECH IN 
BRITAIN: a brief legal primer 


ANY people, both in 
Britain and abroad, have 
raised the question of 
where exactly UK law 
stands concerning 
freedom of speech. Confusion is rife among 
nationalists. This article sets out to provide 
a brief guide as to what the active nationalist 
needs to know. 

In the United States, a written constitution 
gives a specific right to freedom of speech 
— subject to some limitations like those 
within the law of libel. In general, however, 
and to the despair of the enemies of free 
speech, almost anything goes. A US black 
academic once remarked to a BNP 
speaker how dear freedom of speech was 
to US citizens — a very different attitude 
to what a white British nationalist meets in 
our own universities. 

In Britain, we enjoy no specific written 
constitution, although some say that the 
right to vote, and some other ancient 
legislation, goes some way to offering 
one. As regards freedom of speech, there 
is no guarantee anywhere within UK law. 
Britain is, however, a signatory to the 
European Convention on Human Rights, 
within which Article 10 says the following:- 

‘Everyone has the right to freedom 
of expression. The right shall include 
freedom to hold opinions and to receive 
and impart information and ideas 
without interference by public authority 
and regardless of frontiers. 

The exercise of these freedoms, 
since it carries with it duties and 
responsibilities, may be subject to such 
formalities, conditions, restrictions, or 
penalties as are prescribed by law and 
are necessary in a democratic society, 
in the interests of national security, 
territorial integrity, or public safety, 
for the prevention of disorder and 
crime, for the protection of health and 
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morals, for the protection of the 
reputation or rights of others, for the 
prevention of the disclosure of 
information received in confidence, or 
for maintaining the authority and 
impartiality of the judiciary ’. 

The convention, as with all European 
law, prevails over British domestic law. 

Since the European Convention is not, at 
present a part of UK law, enforcing its 
provisions can only be done in the European 
Court of Human Rights — not much help 
to the impoverished person who is 
persecuted by the authorities, and has no 
legal aid. The law is still the law, however, 
wherever enforced, and the state is 
sensitive to these things if they are 
constantly broadcast. 

Labour have promised to make the 
convention a part of British law and thus 
make its provisions immediately available 
to British citizens rather than the result of 
a slog through European courts, but it 
remains to be seen whether this will used 
in an attempt to restrict freedom of speech 
by misusing the Article 10 provisions about 
necessities in a democratic society. Every 
tinpot dictatorship claims to be defending 
democracy. Such attempts are likely to 
legally backfire, and open the way to 
embarrassing appeals within the European 
Court. 

A common confusion is often made 
between libel law, and the laws on racial 
hatred and so on. Libel is attacking an 
individual’s reputation in the eyes of right- 
thinking people, not making generally 
critical statements about a group. For 
example, to say: “Jones is a ratbag” is not 
libellous in UK law. To say: “Jones is an 
incompetent doctor who keeps killing his 
patients” is certainly libellous if untrue. 

Libel may also be against a commercial 
reputation eg. “Sudso may wash whiter, 
but it also kills the washerperson.” (A 


delicate touch of political correctness here, 
which we hope was noticed). Critical 
statements against a group, with this 
exception, are not anything to do with libel, 
but they may be subject to criminal law 
covering racial hatred. 

The legislation which counts, where 
patriotic political campaigning is concerned, 
is the 1986 Public Order Act. This splendid 
piece of legislation was passed by Margaret 
Thatcher’s ‘patriotic’ party with the 
express intent of silencing any displays of 
patriotic feeling — and at the whim of the 
left/liberal lobbies who infest Britain. 

As we shall see, the act is not quite the 
weapon is it often thought to be, which is 
why there is constant pressure, particularly 
from Zionists, to extend it. There were 
complaints from the left, at the time of its 
passing, that it would lead, potentially, to 
more effective right-wing propaganda, and 
this is indeed true. 

Unhappily, there are still those among 
the nationalist ranks who have the wrong 
end of the stick where political campaigning 
is concerned. The fact of the matter is that 
the more politely one’s case is expressed 
the more effective it is. Abusive language 
only gains support for the opposition. The 
act, in substance, banned the use of wild 
language, not polite and reasoned argument. 
The legislation can work entirely to our 
advantage, if only a tiny minority of people 
would just stop sending out abusive and 
illegal material. 

Under Sections 18 and 19 of the act, it is 
a crime to use words which are either 
threatening, abusive, or insulting, and, 
additionally, intended or likely to stir up 
racial hatred. No, we are not going to give 
examples of illegal statements ! The point 
is that, in general, there is nearly always a 
way of saying what you want to say 
without breaking the law. 
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A very important aspect of the act is that 
words must be insulting in the normal 
meaning of the words i.e. from the point of 
view of an independent unbiased observer 
— the famous ‘Man on the Clapham 
Omnibus’ in English legal parlance. The 
fact that someone with an axe to grind 
claims to find words abusive etc. is 
irrelevant. Otherwise every political party 
would be ‘in like Flynn’ having all other 
parties prosecuted! Screeching from the 
loony-left about ‘racism’ in the media 
does not mean that an offence has been 
committed. An interesting feature, 
however, is that it is no defence to protest 
that what was said was true. Published 
text can be viewed as insulting or likely to 
incite racial hatred by British courts — 
even if the statements made are true, 
giving rise to one judge’s remark to a 
hapless defendent that: “The truth is no 
defence under British law.” Great care 
then must be taken not to use 
inclement language. 

An over-zealous constabulary, anxious 
to pleaseTocal lefties, may, of course, still 
make life difficult for patriots, and this 
must be countered by pointing out the 
realities of the legal position. Having one’s 
home raided, and even children’s toys 
prodded and searched, is most unpleasant 
harassment for anyone, however polite 
officers are. 

Possession of material which is 
threatening, abusive, or insulting, with a 
view to its publication, and if it is intended 
or likely to stir up racial hatred, is an 
offence under Section 23 of the act. In 
theory, therefore, possession of a single 
copy of something could be illegal, but the 
practice appears to be only to prosecute 
for multiple copies, where an intention to 
distribute is easy to prove. 

A claim of ‘having found racist material ’ 
is commonly made after the event, in 
order to justify raids on homes, even if the 
material amounts to something like 
perfectly legal BNP newspapers, or a 
book on Hitler’s regime of the entirely 
legal kind sold in most large mainstream 
bookshops. 

A recent case involving the potential 
application of the Public Order Act, 
concerned leaflets sent out which criticised 
Zionist influence over the British police. 
The leaflets included very plainly worded 
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statements, which the man in the street 
would probably believe to be illegal. Homes 
were raided, but Government solicitors 
found that no offence had been committed. 

After the election of Derek Beackon as 
a BNP councillor in 1993, the Prime 
Minister was faced with demands in the 
House of Commons that BNP premises 
should be raided as the reward for winning 
a democratic election. Naturally this was 
done (repression can be found closer to 
home than in Third World dictatorships), 
but none of the material was found to be 
illegal. The local council then got round the 
difficulty by using town planning law to 
close the BNP’s bookshop — political 
persecution was never the intention of this 
legislation, of course, and even the left- 
wing Guardian newspaper gagged at it in 
an editorial. 

A further aspect of the Public Order 
Act is that prosecutions can only be brought 
with the consent of the Attorney General, 
obviating a malicious dragging through the 
courts of nationalists by local lefty legal 
types. - 

As a result of constant media racial 
harassment of white people, the public in 
Britain now mostly believes that it may be 
properly arrested simply for saying that 
they dislike immigration. The public is, of 
course, intended to gain this false 
impression! In the last year or two, the UK 
press has taken to offering often quite 
strongly worded criticisms of some 
immigrants, and of immigration in general. 
The fact that this is being done as an 
establishment safety valve procedure in 
no way makes it less helpful. Prosecution 
is unlikely for statements no stronger 
than those appearing in the national 
media. 

Demands are now being made for a 
new law to block so-called Holocaust 
denial. It will prove very difficult to frame 
such a law which does not bar academic 
debate. Even a leading supporter of the 
proposed bill recently admitted on the 
radio that the question of the number who 
died might be open to debate. Since the 
issue is not really one of Holocaust denial, 
but of revision, because everyone agrees 
that many inmates of Concentration 
Camps died, it is difficult to see that debate 
can be stopped. 

The historian David Irving was fined by 


Scales 

of 

Justice 
are on 
the 

side of 
freedom 

of 

speech 

a German court for repeating the 
statements of Dr. Piper, director of the 
Auschwitz museum, that the number dieing 
there was 1.1 million, not the previously 
claimed 4 million. He was refused leave to 
bring evidence of Dr. Piper’s statements! 
One doubts whether British judges will be 
willing to be party to such Kafkaesque 
absurdities. 

As a good general rule to evade the dank 
dungeon—although nothing is guaranteed 
— ‘if in doubt leave it out’. Isaac Deutscher 
once said that Stalin never underestimated 
his subjects. He knew that, even if they 
obtained half the story, they would work 
out the rest. Thus, they must not be given 
even half the story! It is not necessary to 
spell every thing out in graphic detail to be 
understood. 

Where, despite all necessary care being 
taken, politicians order an often reluctant 
police force to take action against 
nationalists — most of whose officers 
joined up to fight real crime — the 
judgement in the leading Handyside v 
United Kingdom case of 1976 must be 
graven on our memories, and quoted. The 
judgement of the European Court of 
Human Rights, in this case, went to the 
heart of defining our rights to freedom of 
speech. The court said that freedom of 
expression was one of the essential 
foundations for a democratic society. 
Excepting the need to prevent disorder 
and crime, and protect public morals, there 
is a right to express ideas, even if they 
‘offend, shock, or disturb the state, or any 
sector of the population’. 

Thus, those who argue for totalitarianism 
have little protection from the law. Those 
who argue for one form of society, rather 
than another, and according to the wishes 
of the public, enjoy substantial protection 
against noisy lobbies who will always 
claim offence, and against the state — 
provided what is said is put over politely— 
thus offsetting any claim to threaten 
disorder. @) 
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60 YEARS OF NATIONALISM 

STRATEGIES ANALYSED (part 2) By Jack Truman 



Another march, another casualty. This time NF member Mrs. Elsie Barszak — struck 
by a missile on a march in Bradford, August 1976. Increasing red violence and a lack 
of response from the police gave the green light for even more violence at Lewisham. 


I N July 1977, a left-wing/black 
power march was held in 
Lewisham. Local NF members who 
went to counter-demonstrate were 
arrested by the police. In response 
to this, Martin Webster decided to hold a 
’Clear the Muggers Off the Streets’ march 
in August. The march was preceded by 
large scale agitation from various red groups, 
and a large counter-demonstration was 
promised. Widespread rioting ensued. The 
reds and blacks predictably attacked the 
police well before the NF marchers 
appeared. Bricks, paving slabs, bottles, 
paint, ammonia and smoke grenades were 
thrown at the NF column and at the police. 
The NF march got through and massive 
publicity resulted. Perhaps the most 
widespread publicity the NF ever had. But 
was it good publicity? Is all publicity good 
publicity? Did the NF at that stage in its 
development need that sort of publicity? 

It cannot seriously be doubted that the 
NF organisers fully realised the likely 
outcome of such a march. Their theory 
was that the NF would look like the force of 
order in the face of red chaos. However, 
this wears thin when the NF was the 
catalyst for the chaos. The NF was 
unsurprisingly seen as having deliberately 
set out to cause a riot in streets populated by 
many NF voters. Sure enough, there are 
tales that the phone did not stop ringing 
after Lewisham at NF headquarters with 
new members flooding in. But pause for a 
moment. What type of people would be 
attracted to such a party? Would they be of 
the same stamp as those who joined in 
response to the earlier political successes? 
A large number would be people who 
enjoyed the buzz of being involved in a ‘red 
blooded’ movement that offered excitement 
and notoriety. The sort of person who does 
not care if his actions are antisocial. In short 
the sociopath. And conversely this sort of 
activity is almost designed to put off the 
more reflective type, for whom violence is 
a last resort, not just an ideological tactic. 
Yes, Lewisham was another watershed. It 
dictated that the NF would forget the lessons 
learnt over the few preceding years of 
successful growth, and would go for the 
big Mosleyite events in ‘true nationalist’ 
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style. If society was too orderly for the 
diktat that says that nationalism can only 
come to power if there is widespread civil 
strife, then by golly, nationalism would 
provide that strife! This theorising has sat 
like the angel of death over virtually all 
nationalist activity ever since. Lewisham 
has been promoted as the ultimate event in 
the NF’s history. In NF publications the 
memory of Lewisham was venerated, in a 
way that the electoral and community- 
based successes never were. But just as 
Mosley later spent much of his later years 
justifying Olympia, so one is struck by the 
‘Why the NF was right to march in 
Lewisham’ articles which similarly followed. 
It is as if the protagonists of such activities 
know in their sensible heads that such 
behaviour is unacceptable for nationalism, 
and so they have to constantly reassure 
their foolish hearts that it was right. In 
reality, it was an event which should never 
have been indulged in. 

A week after Lewisham, the NF was 
involved in another riot, this time outside a 
public election meeting in Birmingham, for 
the Lady wood by-election. The dual strategy 
of march and public meeting as recipes for 


riots was taking shape. The only judgement 
to make on the utility of marches or any 
other form of political expression is, does it 
serve our goal? History has no time for 
those pathetic failures who piously stand by 
their rights (the right to march down any 
British street for example, or the ‘we will 
not back down from red intimidation’ 
school). We know that we will get the 
blame for violence even if the reds start it, 
so why react with mock indignation when 
media reports of violent marches blame NF 
marchers? Is political violence attractive to 
the British people? Is it attractive to our 
natural supporters? Did this strategy prove 
successful for the NF? Did it kick its way 
into power? Or did it shortly after slump to 
oblivion? 

THE ANTI-NAZI LEAGUE 

In November 1977, the Anti-Nazi League 
was formed, to coordinate the violent 
opposition to the NF. Many a time the call 
was heard from the NF side ‘If the ANAL 
had not been formed, we would have had to 
set it up ourselves’. What bravado, what 
nonsense. If the NF had stuck to sensible 
politics, the ANAL would have been an 
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irrelevance. They would not have had an 
identifiable target to attack. Their activists 
would have soon get bored and gone home. 
Their activities would not have progressed 
beyond the cowardly terror tactics waged 
against NF personnel at their homes, which 
had been going on since the formation of 
the NF. But the NF saw the ANAL as a 
useful foil, an ugly alter ego. Now that 
properly organised opposition could be 
guaranteed at all events, what better excuse 
could there be for holding the most 
provocative activities possible. Who cares 
if there is no legitimate reason for an activity? 
If trouble (and publicity) result, then the 
end is achieved. Remember how the phone 
rang after Lewisham? And so the NF saw 
its role as organising exciting events for an 
ever growing band of toughs, and it also 
provided exciting activities for the multitude 
of left-wing agitators. 

By early 1978, the NF was steadily 
criminalising itself, by appearing to be the 
cause of civil disorder. Marches were 
starting to get banned on a regular basis. It 
was at this juncture that the Tories, newly 
under Margaret Thatcher and in opposition 
to Jim Callaghan’s minority Labour 
Government, started to make anti¬ 
immigrant noises. This culminated in 
Thatcher’s famous reference to 
understanding the fears of people who felt 
rather swamped. 

Now when established parties start aping 
nationalist policies to head off any apparent 
shift in support to a hypothetical nationalist 
group, it can have two possible effects. On 


the one hand, it can steal the thunder of the 
nationalist party, and lead to its demise. On 
the other, a degree of establishment 
recognition for the legitimacy of the 
nationalist programme can further boost 
nationalism. Which way the wind blows 
depends on a number of factors. 

I will suggest that if the hypothetical 
nationalist party is steadily criminalising 
itself by eagerly organising activities which 
it well knows will only result in mayhem, 
then that nationalist party is open to be 
destroyed by such establishment tactics. 
People will think: ‘Well I agree with the 
nationalist party, but they look like trouble. 
On the other hand the establishment party 
may not go as far as I’d like, but at least 


they ’ll do something about the situation .I’ll 
support the establishment party’. Of course 
these people’s illusions will be dashed, but 
the damage will already have been done. 

If on the other hand, the nationalist party 
is engaged in legitimate (as far as society is 
concerned) activities, patiently building 
support across communities, people will 
think: ‘I agree with the nationalist party, 
they are sensible, and not at all like those 
lefty trouble makers who are always calling 
them names. They cannot be so wrong 
anyway, as the establishment party is 
agreeing with them now. I think I’ll support 
the nationalist party and see what they can 
do.’ 

Is this a fairy tale? No! In France the 
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The Borough Council Elections of May 1978 meant 
that no by-elections took place in the six month 
period between March and September of 1978. 

Prior to September 1977, the National Front 
polled on average around the 8-11% mark. The 
decline to 6.11% for the period September 1977 to 
March 1978 represents the first marked decline. All 
seven by-elections in this period were fought after 
Lewisham, but before Thatcher’s ‘swamped’ 
interview. 

The decline in popular supportfor the NF occurred 
almost immediately after Lewisham. This was masked 
from the NF leadership because membership figures 
remained buoyant. “The phone never stopped 
ringing” with membership applications coming thick 
and fast. However, the quality of these new members 
were not the same as those they replaced, who 
‘dropped out ’ as the going got tough. Many of these 
new ‘red-blooded’ members went on to swell the 
ranks of the British Movement during its brief two 
minutes in the sun from 1980-1981. 
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The really big drop in support (leaving aside isolated peaks) came after the Lewisham riot and the Thatcher interview on 30th 
January 1978 in which she said: “People are really rather afraid that this country might be rather swamped by people with a different 
culture.” In London this occurred between the two local elections held in 1977 and 1978. No local elections were held in Leicester 
in 1978, so we cannot say what would have happened there — although an educated guess can be made. 
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In Leicester , the decline of the National Front vote was more 
dramatic than elsewhere. If the 1976 vote (15,330) had been 
maintained in 1979, then the NF would have polled 9.8% of the 
vote. This is because the NF vote in 1976 was achieved despite a 
turnout which was almost half of that of the ’79 General Election. 

A larger immigrant vote in Leicester does not explain the total 
collapse in supportfor the National Front over this period. Instead 
of becoming more sophisticated in its approach, the NF went, 
tactically speaking, back to the stone age. The result is clear. 


To give an accurate impression of the rise and fall in 
support for the National Front in London, only those 
constituencies are taken which were consistently contested 
from the General Election of October 1974 to the General 
Election of 1979 including the 1977 GLC elections which 
were fought in wards which corresponded exactly with the 
relevant Parliamentary constituencies. For the 1978 Borough 
Council Elections, all wards in the relevant constituencies 
were contested by the NF. 


Front National has gone from strength to 
strength despite repeated efforts by the 
conservative parties to steal their clothes. 
Just a little closer to home, the BNP’s 
victory at Mill wall was partially put down to 
both the Labour and the Liberal candidates 
attempting to adopt BNP policies. But the 
NF? Thatcher hit the mark and the NF sank. 

In the local elections held in May 1978, 
the NF vote significantly declined from 
both 1976 and 1977. This was right across 
the country. Votes in local and Parliamentary 
by-elections also went down (the highest 
after Lewisham being 6.2% in Lambeth 
Central). 

The NF had boasted that 303 candidates 
would fight the 1979 general election, and 
so they did. In every seat the vote was 
down by around a third (where comparisons 
can be made) to 1974, and averaged 627 
votes for 1.4% of the poll. Inevitably the 
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NF’s campaign was dominated by violent 
episodes such as a public election meeting 
in Southall and a violent march in Leicester. 

THE COLLAPSE OF THE 
NATIONAL FRONT 

The NF leadership and membership had 
expected at least twice the number of votes 
that were received. They were all deluded 
by the apparent ease with which the NF had 
progressed in the 1970s. It was the ease of 
the growth that was partially to blame. It 
was a case of easy come, easy go. No hard 
core, disciplined support base had been 
established. It was all flim flam stuff. 
Marching around chasing headlines instead 
of sinking roots in communities. When 
their luck ran out it ended in tears. 

I have gone into the constitutional set up 
within the NF in some detail. It was not a 
party built to withstand pressure. The set 
back which resulted in the poor showing in 


the 1979 General Election led to plenty of 
internal pressure. It was inevitable that 
recriminations and leadership challenges 
would result. The arguments centred around 
three things, Martin Webster’s 
homosexuality, John Tyndall’s Nazi image 
and the strategy of marches. The squabbles 
took the form of a power struggle over 
control of the NF’s new headquarters 
building, Excalibur House, in East London. 
The NF was a prize worth fighting for, with 
a major asset in Excalibur House, and still a 
considerable membership. The squabbles 
however lost everything that had been gained 
over the past years. Between 1979 and 
1980, the NF disintegrated. First the National 
Front Constitutional Movement split away, 
Then the British Democratic Party, and 
then the New National Front. At the same 
time the British Movement, the successor 
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to the National Socialist Movement gained 
ground. Previously the BM had been a 
dumping ground for the irresponsible Nazi 
elements attached to nationalism. Now it 
picked up a considerable skinhead following, 
by seeming to the ‘red blooded element’ to 
offer the best prospect of ‘real’ action. This 
unstable mixture did not last long. 

Other nationalists were seduced by the 
fake patriotic appeal of Thatcher’s Tory 
party, and still others associated with ginger 
groups such as W.I.S.E. (The Welsh, Irish, 
Scottish and English Association). A larger 
number, as is usual in such splits just 
dropped out altogether. 

By 1982, the situation simplified itself, 
with only the rump National Front 
(effectively under Martin Webster) and the 
British National Party (formed mainly from 
the New National Front under John Tyndall) 
left in the running. The NF was still the 
larger, and tried to kick start itself by 
attempting to hold marches and public 
meetings. Many were banned (a new and 
more severe Public Order Act being passed 
in 1986) but ‘red blooded’ types were still 
the main recruits. By 1984 however, a 
younger generation of nationalists appeared 
which succeeded in outmanoeuvreing 
Webster, and took over the NF. For a short 
while the NF underwent a mini revival, as 
new tactics were adopted, including an 
element of community-based politics. 
However, by 1986, another split developed. 
This was due to a conflict between traditional 
British Nationalists within the NF, and the 
younger trendy ‘radicals’. This younger 



NF madness: Alliance of fringe zealots 
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The 1979 NF AGM held before the General Election was the biggest ever . This and 
a bouyant membership masked the problems of the NF y s confrontational strategy . 


generation took for their ideological 
inspiration a whole range of strange and 
foreign mentors, such as the Strassers 
from Germany, Corneliu Codreanu from 
Rumania, Colonel Gaddafi from Libya, Louis 
Farrakhan from America and a group of 
Italian ‘Third Positionists’. The trendies 
won, the NF went totally mad and became 
known as the ‘Loony Front’. Nationalist 
politics was substituted by sub-Polytechnic 
style immature posturing — it was like the 
Children’s Crusade, and endedjust as badly. 
Soon the trendies were arguing over obscure 
ideological points, and the NF split again 
into two ‘Third Position’ groups, one 
becoming an extreme Roman Catholic outfit, 
while the other degenerated further into 
obscurity, both physical and mental. 

But to step back to 1986, the defeated 
traditional nationalist faction first formed 
the National Front Support Group, then 
when the official NF disintegrated, the 
NFSG just became the NF again. Under 
lackluster, and widely mistrusted leadership, 
this NF never got off the ground, and has 
recently renamed itself the National 
Democrats. Incredibly, tiny though the NF 
was by this renaming in the mid 1990s, one 
even smaller group refused to go along with 
the National Democrats and still calls itself 
the National Front! 

This is enough meandering down the 
back alleys of nationalism! 

THELEANYEARS 

The 1980s are regarded as a poor time 
for nationalism due to unfavourable circum¬ 
stances. For example, Thatcher especially 
after the Falklands war appeared to be a 
patriot to the unthinking public. Furthermore 
in the Social Democratic Party, a bogus 
new organisation was formed to suck up 


protest votes. However we will never know 
what might have been had the NF not split, 
or if more sophisticated tactics had been 
adopted. What might have been can be seen 
in a little known affair in Dartford, Kent. 
The local NF branch there went into the 
National Party in the 1976 split and when 
that started to break up, the branch formed 
its own party, the British United Party. On 
the same day as the 1979 General Election, 
there were also local elections. In Dartford 
District Council, the BUP contested Stone 
ward in Dartford and did reasonably well, 
but in the parish council elections held on 
the same day, James Read of the BUP 
fought Stone Parish East, topped the 
poll with 126 votes and won elected 
office as a Parish councillor! Labour took 
the other two seats with votes of 120 and 
110. Unelected were another BUP candidate 
with 90 votes, a Labour candidate with 106 
votes and a Tory with 92. It is important to 
stress that when the branch started 
electioneering, it didn’t do very well at all. 
Success only came from patiently building 
support, from parish pump local politics. 
Because the BUP was a nonentity, it soon 
afterwards went over to the New Britain 
Party as a convenient vehicle. Elections 
were then contested under the NBP banner 
and the local fame from having a parish 
councillor led to ward votes of around 15- 
20%, at no time receiving less than 10% of 
the vote. The win for the BUP in 1979 and 
the strong showing in the years thereafter 
confound the idea that nationalism couldn’t 
make headway in the 1980’s because of 
Thatcher. Then again, the BUP hadn’t been 
involved in regular punch-ups and riots. 
The BUP did very well indeed and lacked 
only a larger, wider party. 
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As we have seen in the mid 1980s, the 
NF was actually showing signs of life 
again. Ironically this probably accelerated 
the 1986 split, as once again the NF was 
becoming a prize worth fighting (or rather 
squabbling) over. The other hallmark of the 
1980s was the great internal rivalries between 
different organisations. Most energy was 
expended to winning the battle for supremacy 
within the nationalist cause. This is one 
reason why so many marches and rallies 
were attempted (even though less and less 
people attended them). The various factions 
were attempting to show that they were 
busier than each other. This is one of the 
prime reasons why the culture of macho 
street activities became so engrained with¬ 
in the nationalist consciousness. 


Unsurprisingly, with this background, votes 
for nationalist electoral candidates slumped 
to an all time low. The NF’s performance in 
the 1979 General Election looked positively 
healthy by comparison. 

THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY 

I have barely mentioned the BNP so far. 
Until the NF split in 1986, it was somewhat 
overshadowed, but slowly began to make 
up ground until by 1990 it was clearly the 
biggest nationalist party. This was through 
consistent if unspectacular work. Its biggest 
success up to this time was a large rally in 
Dewsbury in 1989, at the height of the 
unrest caused by the Salman Rushdie affair. 
Hundreds of locals joined the rally and 
major publicity resulted from the Asian 
riots which accompanied the event. This 


event proved impossible to follow up, partly 
due to the instability of the local BNP 
organisation, and partly because the 
authorities quickly got wise to the BNP’s 
attempts to put on repeat performances, 
and used the Police to squash out anything 
similar. Then things began to change. 

The place where it all happened was the 
East End of London, but it could have been 
in any of Britain’s multiracial towns and 
cities. The difference was not due to a 
uniquely favourable set of circumstances, 
but due to local leadership which was 
willing to experiment, to try new methods. 
To look around at how other parties do 
things. To reevaluate how other 
‘revolutionary’ or reformist groups have 





Front page of the local paper after the BNP rally in Darlington 1989just prior to Dewsbury. 

Yes, the reds turned up looking for trouble, yes the reds started it, yes they got kicked all over town. But who gets the blame? 
Does this violence benefit nationalism, or does it alienate the very folk we need to win over? 
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EDDY BUTLER: 

Tower Hamlets Organiser 1986-1993 and National Elections Officer 1992-1996. 

Eddy was the architect of the Rights for Whites campaign and principle BNP elections tactician 


operated. 

It started in 1990 with a local campaign 
in support of a schoolboy who had been 
nearly stabbed to death by Asians. The 
campaign went under the heading ‘Defend 
Rights for Whites’. This was not an original 
slogan, as Martin Webster had used it ten 
years before to advertise a series of anti- 
Notting Hill Carnival rallies. However, the 
use it was put to was altogether different. It 
was used to get among the downtrodden 
white population, in a similar manner to the 
Black Civil Rights movement in America in 
the 1950s and 1960s. In other words it was 
essentially passive, and not aggressive. This 
in itself was a radical departure from the 
traditional nationalist approach to race 
questions. Detailed and thoughtful local 
campaigning brought great dividends. Two 
highly successful, and peaceful, Rights for 
Whites marches were held in the East End. 
Elections were fought with more 
sophisticated tactics being employed on 
each occasion. The local BNP members 
spoke to literally thousands of local people, 
selling papers and creating the image that 
they wanted to create of the BNP, as 
opposed to the negative media stereotype, 
or the equally negative traditional nationalist 
image. Public Election Meetings were 
successfully held, and although there were 
always counter demonstrations, large scale 
disorder was skilfully avoided. By 1992 it 
was realised that the efforts put into the 
marches and public meetings were not 
worth it. The time could be much better 
spent talking to the great British public, who 
are not interested in nationalists putting on 
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events to puff up their own vanity. In short 
the BNP sunk deep local roots in just a few 
years. The local members became practised 
in the necessary political skills, and they 
became attuned to responding to the needs 
of the local community, for whom they 
were in effect the guardian angels. 

Elsewhere, the BNP continued to slowly 
grow, largely due to the publicity generated 
from the East End. Few if any successful 
activities occurred outside London. Some 
success was had in South London, with for 
example a counter-demonstration to a Black 
power march in Bermondsey. Here the 
BNP was able to mobilise a large section of 
the local community by employing the same 
Rights for Whites tactics. This event was 
hardly mentioned in the popular press, as it 
was on the same weekend as the Notting 
Hill Carnival, and the media wanted to avoid 
a major black riot in retaliation. It has been 
claimed by people who were many miles 
away from all these events, that Bermondsey 
inspired people in East London to vote BNP. 
The bald truth is that the only people in the 
East End aware of what had happened were 
committed nationalists and their political 
opponents! The BNP was still far from 
being a household name. 

Then came Millwall. A by-election was 
fought there in October 1992 and the BNP 
polled 20%, for then their best ever poll. 
This was the result of detailed work in a 
ward where very little had been done before. 
It was remarked at the time, that had more 
activists put in greater effort, then victory 
could have been possible. The constraint 
being the time needed to patiently talk to the 


local people. As with all 
previous by-elections, 
afterwards the local branch 
developed a large network 
of local supporters who were 
nurtured as a future support 
base. 

In September 1993, 
another by-election was held 
in Millwall and this time an 
even better campaign was 
fought and the seat was won. 
The resulting publicity made 
the BNP a household name 
and led to a flood of 
membership applications. The 
victory in Millwall must count 
as the single most impressive 
achievement for British 
Nationalism to date (and that 
says something about how 
poorly British nationalism has 
performed these past sixty 
odd years). It was won in the 
face of considerable red opposition, and was 
not done on the quiet as many of the past 
electoral victories were. That is the end of the 
good news for three-and-a-half years until 
the recent General Election. 

CHICKENS COME HOME 
TO ROOST 

It was well documented at the time that 
both the local Liberals and the local Labour 
Party virtually fell apart as they attempted to 
apportion blame for the BNP victory. This 
was because both of these parties attempted 
to play the race card to steal BNP votes. 
What is much less well known is that the 
local BNP branch also fell apart within 
weeks of the victory, and here lies one of 
the reasons why the BNP failed to retain the 
seat at the following Council elections in 
May 1994 nor win any other seats. What 
happened in the immediate aftermath of the 
Millwall victory also explains why the BNP’s 
sudden rush of members was a false dawn 
and why the party’s growth subsequently 
stagnated. 

The BNP’s growing period during the 
late 1980s and early 1990s was characterised 
by many marches, public meetings and 
rallies (alongside the lower key community 
work in the East End). These events led to 
recruitment of a steady stream of new 
people to the party. Some were lapsed 
nationalists coming back to the fold. Others 
were political virgins. Inevitably, many, but 
by no means all, such recruits were ‘red 
blooded’ types, people temperamentally 
unsuitable for normal political work. East 
London was a particular magnet to the ‘red 
bloods’ due to all the political action going 
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on there, even though such people are 
rarely activists. They are attracted by the 
possibility of street violence with reds, and 
regard leafleting and canvassing as fit for 
'mugs’. By late 1992 the individuals who 
hung around the East End formed their own 
gang called C18. Their naked aim from the 
outset was to dominate the BNP and call the 
tune. This was most apparent with the 
BNP’s anti IRA march in early 1993, which 
C18 boycotted, hoping that their action 
would result in the reds overwhelming the 
BNP march, and force to the BNP leadership 
to go cap in hand to them. As neither event 
happened, C18 continued to sulk in a corner, 
continually sniping at the BNP in its 
publications. They claimed that they had 
been chucked out, when in reality they had 
either walked out or had never been party 
members in the first place which was 
especially true of its leaders. They then 
attempted to pull an old-fashioned protection 
racket. It is important to remember that 
they individually came to the BNP in the 
first place, attracted by high adrenaline 
events. Once within the circle of the BNP 
they coalesced into their own club. C18 
was born as a direct result of the BNP’s 
confrontational strategy between 1984 and 
1992. 

Cl8 was an openly Nazi group. Its aim 
was the violent overthrow of the state, and 
advocated terrorist action against opponents, 
either on the left, or against any nationalist 
that disagreed with their methods. As it 
transpired, most of C18’s energies were 
directed at other nationalists. 

When the BNP won the seat in Millwall, 
one would have expected C18 to realise the 
folly of their past actions and to let bygones 
be bygones. However the very reverse 
happened. For they went all out to subvert 
the local BNP branch by use of violence and 
intimidation. 

It is to the eternal shame of some local 
BNP members that Cl8 were successful. 
Within a couple of weeks of winning the 
seat in Millwall, the local branch of the BNP 
had been destroyed from within. The branch 
which had virtually single handedly led the 
revival of British Nationalism was destroyed. 
Not by the reds, not by the police and not by 
the establishment, but by supposed fellow 
nationalists (This is not to discount the 
strong likelihood of state agencies playing 
their part in the trouble making). The local 
leadership which had been responsible for 
the development of the party in the East End 
left, to be replaced by newcomers to the 
party altogether too friendly with Cl8 and 
who were unskilled in political activism. 

The position of the ex-local leadership 
had been made doubly impossible by the 
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attitude of the national leadership. There 
was a desire to not take any action to stop 
the subversion of the BNP by Cl8. This 
was partially because very rapidly after 
Millwall, whole sections of the BNP became 
infected with C18ism. Instead of making 
examples of some people by expulsions and 
cutting out the rot, the attitude was one of 
appeasement. There was a desire not to 
chuck out any members, even when they 
were engaged in the most disgraceful 
treachery against the party. And this at a 
time when the party had scored the greatest 
individual success in the history of British 
nationalism! As a result, the cancer spread. 
In late December 1993, a circular was 
belatedly sent out proscribing Cl8. It was 
never enforced however and C18’s 
influence only died out due to its own 
behaviour, which eventually alienated many 
of those who at one time supported it. 



JOHN MORSE: 

Advocated expulsions to rid the party of 
C18’s poisonous influence 


Furthermore, the inevitable happened and 
the authorities eventually started criminal 
proceedings against various people 
associated with C18. But by then the damage 
had already been done. 

From around the beginning of 1992, the 
BNP had been attempting to get away from 
rowdy street activities, to engage in 
community politics. In a range of seminars 
and organisers meetings this was promoted 
under the general heading ‘From Street 
Gang to Political Party’. This effort 
redoubled after Millwall, as it was obvious 
that if the party advanced on too narrow a 
front, the opposition could cut off the head. 
Unfortunately the BNP’s new strategy failed 
to get off the ground outside the East End 
where it originated in the time period between 
Millwall and the next elections in May. In 
May 1994 in the full council elections, the 


head was duly cut off. The organisational 
chaos which had resulted from the local 
leadership coup meant that chances of 
winning other East End seats were 
squandered. What might have been was 
illustrated in the Beckton ward in 
neighbouring Newham, where BNP 
candidates came within a few dozen votes 
of getting elected. 

From May 1994 onwards, the BNP 
persevered in its attempts to change 
direction, and win the active membership to 
the cause of community politics, of sensible 
modem nationalism. While there will always 
be a few dinosaurs around, the new 
nationalism now has overwhelming support 
within the party. The task now is to strive 
for organisational competence and 
commitment in the new disciplines from 
just a few activists and Organisers still 
paying lip service. 

Why did it take so long to get BNP 
activists to engage in the new tactics? 
Undoubtedly the main reason is that 
nationalists had been conditioned to regard 
street confrontation as the real expression 
of nationalist political behaviour. This is 
why I have gone to some lengths in this 
article to explain the process of how this 
came about. The notion of ‘controlling the 
streets’ is also ideologically based on the 
idea that we must look ‘strong’ and 
‘macho’. This ideology rigidly believes that 
society will collapse due to its internal 
contradictions, and we must prepare for 
that collapse. In this it shares much with 
orthodox Marxism. Both theories fail if 
there is just an insidious slow decline, 
which is far more likely to be what happens 
and which has been born out by historical 
fact during the last fifty years. But to avoid 
fruitless arguments about what the future 
holds, what is more sensible? Adopting 
‘legitimate’ political behaviour, with the 
option of going for broke if the situation 
turns nasty, or behaving as traditional British 
nationalists? Alienating ourselves from the 
bulk of the population to such an extent that 
we wake up one day to find we’re an ethnic 
minority in our own country. Still attempting 
to put on shows of strength that only 
advertise our weakness. It has been claimed 
that rowdy activities are needed to provide 
excitement for our activists. But all this 
does is distract these activists from proper 
political work and leads to the anti-red 
mania which leads us away from the British 
people and into jail. 

ARMCHAIR GENERALS 

It must also be said that the leading 
officers in the BNP were never unanimous 
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in their support for the new tactics, and not 
all wholeheartedly advocated their adoption 
at the various meetings designed to promote 
them. 

It is noticeable that those who most 
strongly advocate ‘red blooded’ activism 
are usually those who live furthest from the 
likely scenes of that activism. One of the 
many harmful effects of sending our 
activists out on this type of activity is that 
it leads to a high rate of attrition. It is hard 
enough being an active nationalist without 
inviting all sorts of other 
trouble upon the heads of 
our young keen activists. 

How many people around 
today have been active 
solidly for even five years? 

Why is this? Is it, as some 
would have it, that those 
who drop out are of weak 
moral fibre? Are they 
unsteady under fire? Or 
are we asking the 
impossible? How many 
good units have fallen by 
the wayside due to the 
young keen Organiser 
going in at the deep end 
once too often? We must 
nurture our talent, not burn 
it out. The idea of British 
nationalism that it should continue to send 
its troops out over the top for one more 
push, under the command of some unseen 
staff officer giving orders from far behind 
the lines is, like the analogy of First World 
War military doctrine, with its stupidity and 
disregard for the lives of its own troops just 
plain wrong. 

By contrast, energetically engaging in 
community politics gives a constant sense 
of building onwards and upwards. It is 
conducive to maintaining good internal 
moral. It is sustainable. It is also essential 
that street confrontations are avoided 
whenever possible. Those activists who 
regularly knock on peoples doors to talk 
(and listen) to total strangers know the 
reality. To our natural supporters, we let 
ourselves down by all the rowdiness which 
is all they see of us on news bulletins (And 
don’t blame media lies for it). Our supporters 
want to see a thoroughly British party that 
is interested in looking after their interests. 
Many involved in British nationalism in the 
past have been more interested in looking 
for reds for some sport. British nationalism 
would do well to study the tactics employed 
by Gandhi in India. We must accept that 
some of us will individually become victims 
of red mobsters (witness the Party Chairman 
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himself, John Tyndall, back in September). 
We must never react by chasing around 
looking for revenge. If we do that, the reds 
have won. Besides anything else, many of 
those who oppose the BNP will become 
disarmed if there is no open target to aim at. 
Those who attack the BNP will dwindle to 
the social misfits who surround Gerry Gable. 
Obviously, prominent individuals have to 
be careful about their personal security, and 
will eventually have to be protected by 
bodyguards. 


It is a dangerous myth that the British 
people respect the strong mob, in all but the 
most destabilised of situations. We must 
avoid engaging in aggro — not through fear 
of the reds as some would emotionally have 
it, but because it is strategically for the best. 
Nor will we have been chased into doorstep 
politics by the police, or by red gangs. 
Rather we should adopt doorstep tactics 
because it is the best way to campaign. And 
if the reds change to doorstep politics to 
counter us, then it is another victory for us. 
We will have achieved a near normalisation 
of our position within the political spectrum. 
Politics will be as it should be, the battle of 
ideals. I have no doubt that our ideals are 
superior to all others and that the British 
public naturally support our aims. We have 
nothing to fear from reds knocking on 
doors and everything to gain. However one 
nationalist writer not too long ago advocated 
that we should attack those reds, who 
oppose us by legitimate campaigning, in 
their homes. This shows just how warped 
thinking can become in our circles. 

Some in the nationalist cause do not 
want to understand these new ideas. To 
them they are the ultimate heresy. It is 
‘populism’ again. Those who advocate these 
ideas have been accused of subversion and 


called liars. The strategy of building 
sustainable community support was 
distorted by its opponents as a short term 
chase after votes. This ignores the 
fundamental point that the good votes were 
a result of a more profound change in 
attitude. Instead of despising the British 
people as sheep, the new ideas sought to 
empathise with the problems of our 
communities. In fact the new tactics were 
a modern day equivalent of classic 
revolutionary methods. For a revolutionary 
movement to succeed it 
must build up sympathy 
for its aims amongst the 
population. It is true that 
minorities achieve this, but 
minorities divorced from 
the people soon become 
extinct. To engage with 
the people you must speak 
their language and address 
their concerns. Fidel 
Castro campaigned 
amongst the Cuban 
peasants over land reform. 
He didn’t prance about 
attempting to look ‘strong’ 
while regurgit-ating great 
swathes of Leninist 
dogma. It was the same 
with the Viet Cong. But 
some British Nationalists are tied to outdated 
foreign dogmas that come before all else. 

No revolutionary group has ever won 
anything if it did not have some sort of back 
up, either in the form of a mass base or in 
the form of outside help. We have no 
prospect of getting any outside help, so we 
must create a mass base — by any means 
necessary! Even if it means giving up some 
of the trappings that some hold so close to 
their hearts. I have said that British 
nationalism must be thoroughly British. Yet 
some persist in cloaking themselves in the 
trappings of Nazi Germany. The aspect of 
Nazi Germany they absorb themselves in is 
not their social or economic policies, but 
their foreign and military policies. These 
people like to regard themselves as white 
racists first and foremost, and so see no 
contradiction in idolising a foreign regime. 
I have no problem with white racism. But 
what was the Nazi record on this with 
respect to their foreign and military policies? 
One of Hitler’s prime war aims was the 
seizure of Lebensraum from other white 
peoples such as the Poles and the Russians. 
Hitler was a German nationalist. He had a 
central European mentality which 
encompassed a hatred for the Slavs. What 
possible justification is there for the 
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annexation by Germany of the Czechs in 
Bohemia-Moravia, the event which 
precipitated Britain’s guarantee to Poland 
and hence the war? There are many so- 
called British nationalists who can name 
every SS division, yet don’t know the 
names of any of Wellington’s generals at 
Waterloo. These same people disregard 
Britain’s unrivalled record. We after all 
opened up North America, Australia, New 
Zealand and large parts of Africa for white 
settlement. So long as British nationalism 
allows itself to peddle Nazism, it will never 
get anywhere, including the not so subtle 
hints that some seem to think they can get 
away with. What these cultists fail to 
recognise is that Hitler himself was a prime 
opportunist, who would never have allowed 
himself to get tied to a dogma that was so 
harmful to his own success, and gave no 
reward in return. 

TRUE NATIONAL SOCIALISM’ 

It must also be mentioned that Nazism 
played a large part in C18’s appeal to the 
traitors within the BNP who supported that 
group. By allowing displays of Nazism 
within the BNP and not promoting a British 
based ideology, the party left itself wide 
open to appeals from ‘hard-line true National 
Socialists’. One of the other reasons why 
the ‘new tactics’ failed to take hold within 
the BNP at that time, was that at the same 
time as promoting them, the leadership was 
simultaneously attempting to reassure the 
‘Nazi fraternity’ that the BNP was the 
genuine article, while C18 were Hollywood 
Nazis. Nothing could be more fatal to the 
cause of promoting community politics. 
Belief in Nazism invariably carries with it 
the view that ‘the system’ will doeverything 
to stop us. Therefore legitimate politics are 
futile. Furthermore, if our impressionable 
young activists run around with half-baked 
Nazi propaganda in their heads, then they 
are hardly the best suited people to talk with 
and empathise with the problems of Joe 
Public on his doorstep. 

All this may sound like a hymn of hatred 
against nationalism. An arrogant tirade 
against many brave people who have done 
their best to save their own people. However, 
the best way to honour their memory is not 
to repeat the same mistakes that they made. 
This article has been written with the benefit 
of hindsight. I do not claim that I would 
have done any different than they did at the 
time. What matters is what we do in the 
future. 

This has not been written as an 
exhaustive history of British Nationalism. I 
have selectively presented evidence to you. 
No doubt others could dredge up events 
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which contradict some of the arguments I 
have made. However I would have gone 
into overkill by detailing the many crass 
blunders and embarrassing flops which 
have punctuated our political history. I 
have merely picked out certain events to 
illustrate the point that must be made 
concerning our future direction. 

If constitutional politics are so futile, if 
the state will always crush nationalist 
opposition, then why is nationalism so strong 
now in France, Italy, Austria and Belgium? 
The moral is, if we adopt the right tactics 
we can succeed. Some try to claim that 
these European movements have somehow 
sold out. The real sell outs are those who 
cling to their ‘pure’ dogmas which have 
no prospect of ever gaining popular 
support. You have to question the motivation 
of such people — are they really interested 
in success, or are they more concerned 
with acting out their auto-erotic fantasies? 
Each country must find its own path to 
success. We do not have proportional 
representation, yet through community 
politics we can build a solid support base, 
and we have proved that we can win seats 
that way. Winning seats is the best way to 
win recruits, which allows us to develop 
more community support which will win 
us more seats. This must be done on a 
broad base, across the country. 

Time is running out for us. Instead of 
building castles in the air, we, the 
revolutionary minority, must build up mass 
support. The tactics which won Millwall 
must be ruthlessly established for 
nationalism to succeed. 

THE MODERNISERS HAVE 
6 WHATEVER IT TAKES’ 

C18 had a slogan — ‘Whatever it takes’. 
The truth is that ‘whatever it takes’ is being 
sensible, being responsible, and not running 
around like excitable idiots. Is it too much 
to ask that nationalists do whatever it takes 
to get to power, even if it means they have 
to pack away some of their long cherished 
notions? 

For some nationalists, ‘whatever it takes’ 
means any measure such as rape, pillage, 
hanging enemies from lampposts, sending 
hate mail, making abusive telephone calls 
and brawling in pubs. For the modernisers 
within nationalism, it means engaging in 
grass-roots community campaigns. To the 
old school this is heresy. Because you see, 
to engage with the community you have to 
get involved in real politics. Real politics 
means that you have to be pragmatic and 
talk about the real issues in order to get to 
your objective. British nationalism has, at 
times, successfully divorced itself from 


reality in words and behaviour. The cranky 
and shrill language that has sometimes been 
found in various magazines ‘published in 
support of the British National Party’ can 
only repel normal people whose lives are 
not dominated by conspiracy theories and 
sinister Jewish plots. To propose a new 
course is to call into question all that has 
gone before, and this is emotionally 
troublesome for those who are tied to the 
failed traditions of British nationalism. Those 
who portray the last sixty years as a glorious 
struggle against overwhelming odds. To 
question past tactics is to shake the very 
foundations of some people’s self belief. 

Successful politics is the art of finding 
solutions to problems. Thatcherism, the 
rise of the SDP, Majorism and now Blairism 
are all problems that nationalism has been 
unable to deal with. Unless a firm base is 
established, there will be no solution to the 
establishment’s next ‘new’ trick. Unless 
nationalism applies itself to the modernist 
approach, frustrated individuals will 
continue to go off and do foolish things 
which will land them in jail. 

There is no such thing as ‘the time isn’t 
right’ for nationalism. The situation in Britain 
is ten times worse now than in the 1970s, 
when the NF was at its height. The support 
given to the NF was not the basis for 
power, but it was a large enough base from 
which to build upon had the right tactics 
been employed. 

Some have spoken airily of a return to 
the BNP’s so-called ‘twin-track’ strategy, 
of marches and public meetings allied to 
community work. But there never was 
such a strategy. One preceded the other, 
and the side effects of the first destroyed 
the gains achieved in the second. The street 
activities created a party that was not 
interested in real politics. 

This is not to say that BNP activity 
should only consist of knocking on doors. 
Many other activities are very useful such 
m instant response style pickets and days 
of action. Being an active nationalist will 
always be ‘exciting’ enough without 
bringing more trouble down on our heads 
by wild rhetoric or wilder actions. 

It is time to discard the tactics and 
attitudes which have led to spectacular 
failure and for which there is not one 
crumb of evidence to support the view that 
it might prove successful. Now is the time 
to adopt the modern approach for the New 
Nationalism which has a track record of 
success, both in Britain and Europe. If this 
does not happen, then as night follows day, 
we will have another 60 years of failure, 
and then our people will be no more. © 
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LETTERS 


f= Write to:- =\ 
The Editor 
‘Patriot’ 

PO. Box 1032, Ilford, 

V Essex IG1 1DY J 



Sir — With reference to J. Truman’s article 
in Patriot #1 ‘60 years of nationalism’, I 
would like to raise a few points. 

1) If Fascism was handicapped by being 
a foreign import, the communists suffered 
no such handicap; 2) There was no violence 
at Cable Street between the BUF and the 
reds and the photo used on page 21 shows 
the communists running from the police; 
3)While the BUF won only one council seat 
in Eye, Suffolk on the back of its agricultural 
campaign, that campaign was not an isolated 
case. The ‘red rose’ campaign similarly 
agitated on behalf of Lancashire’s textile 
industry; 4) No matter what nationalists do 
or say, communists will always try to use 
violence against them. Even an inanimate 
object such as the BNP’s bookshop has 
been the object of left-wing fury. 

I will close by congratulating you on a 
fine publication and by saying how much I 
enjoyed reading J. Truman’s article — I 
look forward to reading part two. It is 
essential that nationalists learn from past 
mistakes and keep up with the times. Having 
lived through the time period described by 
Mr. Truman’s article, you can imagine my 
anguish at having witnessed Britain’s 
decline from the position of leading world 
power to its wretched lowly position in the 
world today. 

L. Irving, Plymouth, Devon. 

Editors reply: (1 )The communists suffered 
no handicap because theirs was an 
international creed; (2)Correct. Like the 
violence against the NF at Lewisham, the 
violence against the police (not even against 
the BUF as such) was used to smear 
nationalists by the press when others were 
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clearly to blame. Recognising this theme 
and avoiding it is one of the points the 
article makes; (3)This point is accepted. It 
didn ’t, unfortunately, lead to another win 
as in Eye; (4)This point is also accepted. 
And because of the lack of governmental 
political will to stamp out communist 
violence — because that violence clearly 
suits them, nationalists have to recognise 
the situation for what it is, not for what it 
should be, and act accordingly. 

Sir — Regarding J. Truman’s article ‘60 
years of nationalism’, I would like to say 
that aside from Creasy’s win in Eye, there 
were two more Fascist wins. I quote from 
the Story of Stamford by Martin Smith on 
page 102: ‘The General Strike, which took 
place on 3 May 1926 in support of the 
miners, was a unique event in English 
history and seriously affected local industry. 
Extreme conditions bred extreme solutions 
and Stamford was the only place in the 
country where Fascists were elected onto 
a town council. In 1924 Arnold Leese and 
Henry Simpson beat two Labour candidates, 
and Simpson was re-elected in 1927 despite 
Conservative opposition.’ 

C. Farrer, Peterborough, Cambs. 
Editors reply: OK, you've got us on that 
one. After proffering the excuse that the 
Leese and Simpson results fell outside the 
time period of ‘60 years of nationalism it 
has to be said that during the twenties — 
particularly the early twenties, fascism had 
a very good press. Senior British political 
figures expressed favourable opinions 
about the, then, new regime in Italy. Hitler 
and his NSDAP were still very small and 
had yet to cast a cloud over nationalism. 
And Churchill even declared that had he 
been an Italian, he would have been a 
fascist! In Britain, at this time, there was a 
fascisti movement which, believe it or not, 
was a ginger group on the fringes of the 
Conservative party. Indeed William Joyce, 
another fascisti before following Leese 
into the International Fascist League, 
collected his nasty-looking facial scar from 
stewarding a rowdy Tory meeting attacked 
by Communists. 

It was in these circumstances, with 
fascisti such as Leese and Simpson being 
close to the Tories that they were elected. 
Clearly, circumstances then were wholly 
different to that of even just a few years 
later. Finally, it would be interesting to 
know if the Tories had stood down in 
Stamford to allow the two to have a straight 
run against Labour, rather like they did in 
Blackburn with the National Party in 1976. 


Sir — Congratulations on an excellent first 
issue. 

N. Hayes, London. 

Sir — Thanks for issue #1 of Patriot. Well 
done, I think it was brilliant. All the best. 

Paul Lewis, Southend. 

Sir — Congratulations on the new Patriot 
magazine. A new modem nationalism, that 
would be read well in most homes. Mission 
and vision. Some nostalgia; a promise of an 
ideal society. Excellent. 

Mr. Burdett, Essex. 

Sir — Congratulations to all who have 
helped Patriot magazine see the light of 
day. A superb first issue. Keep up the good 
work. 

M. Rogers, Herts. 

Sir — I have often argued until I was blue 
in the face against some of ourselves in the 
attitudes and battles of yesteryear. Some of 
us are political romantics. I am one of them 
myself by inclination in my heart but not, 
thank God, in my head. We may find it 
difficult to see and keep uppermost in our 
minds how most of our compatriots view 
the past, including those we have to woo 
and win over and on whose enthusiasm and 
energy we must draw. They may share our 
patriotism but not our nostalgic dreams. No 
need for our opponents to incriminate us 
when in the eyes of most other patriots we 
have all too often done it ourselves. Fairly or 
unfairly, the average Briton all to often sees 
or imagines a dead-weight swastika hanging 
from our necks. The merest whiff of any 
Hitlerite attachment is poison and having 
read your article, ‘Success and Failure — 
The new politics and the old’ I could only 
sit and cheer! 

Dr. Donald Clarke, Edinburgh. 

Sir — I have just read your article, ‘Success 
and Failure — The new politics and the 
old’, and I could not agree more with every 
word you said. Thank God for some sense 
at last. You’re spot on when you say that 
the respectable approach of nationalists on 
the continent has brought them success, 
and is no coincidence. Keep up the good 
work, and take no notice of the advocates 
of the old, failed ‘street army’ approach. 

J. Bates, Leicester. 

Sir—Congratulations on issue No. 1. Patriot 
looks set to be a great Nationalist magazine. 
It’s mature intelligent editorial approach 
putting forward the case for modern 
nationalism in a way that will attract (rather 
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than put people off) long term support from 
the white British community is welcome. 

As a recent arrival to Nationalism, I am 
encouraged that there is (at long last) 
recognition for Nationalists to learn from 
their past mistakes regarding the (limited) 
allure of a fringe party obsessed with a 
strident and ignorant bully boy image and 
approach. 

Now the BNP can only look forward to 
acceptance as a mainstream political party; 
and Patriot will play a major role in such 
acceptance. 

J. Norris, Aylesbury. 

Sir — I enjoyed reading issue 1 because it 
was very honest and I could relate to it 
exactly. Having spent the last six years as an 
activist, I’ve learnt a lot! 

You’re right when you say that in 
‘Success and Failure — The new politics 
and the old’, that in September 1993 many 
people lost their nerve and stabbed the party 
in the back. They then looked for other 
outlets rather than face up to their 


cowardice. Party leader John Tyndall asked 
people to stand in elections, canvass the 
public and sell British Nationalist ; This sent 
many scurrying for their funk holes. 

S. Batkin, Stoke-on-Trent. 

Sir — Great magazine! Keep up the good 
work. 

R. Baggs, Wiltshire. 

Sir — Please send me issue number two of 
Patriot . Issue number one was brilliant. 

G. Lloyd, London. 

Sir — A very good first issue. 

M. Stevens, Surrey. 

Sir — Enclosed cheque for next issue of 
your splendid Patriot magazine. 

Andrew Lewis, Walsall. 

Sir — I would like to congratulate you on a 
superb first issue of Patriot. I have therefore 
enclosed £3 for the next one. The 
professional way the articles are written 


and laid out and the variety of article subjects 
makes Patriot a valuable tool with which to 
win over the real British people to the 
Nationalist cause. Well done! 

Mr. Rose, London. 

Sir — I haven’t read issue No.l yet but 
glancing through it, it appears to be a job 
well done. Congratulations. Please send me 
issue number 2. 

C. Marshall, Dorset. 

Sir — Please send me issue 2 of Patriot. 
No.l is excellent. More articles for 
economics illiterates please. 

L. Duckworth, West Yorkshire. 

Sir — Well pleased with issue No. 1 of the 
Patriot. Enclosed cheque for issue No. 2. 

F. Blackman, Surrey. 

Sir — Congratulations on an excellent first 
issue of Patriot , but why have we had to 
wait all this time for a colour glossy magazine? 

F. Wilson, London. 


FOREIGN CULTURE CORNER 

In America, Ebonics is the coming storm of a whole new wave of alternative cultures. Black activists who 
assert white culture to be oppressive have formalised black dialect into a whole new language which will 
empower blacks and help to significantly raise their standards of scholastic achievement and cultural 
development! As nationalist sympathies always go to those fightingfor racial/cultural/national independence 
and against oppression, Patriot does its bit to publicise the Black struggle for justice in America. Below 

is the Ebonic Lord’s Prayer. 


EBONICS 

ENGLISH 

Big Daddy’s rap 

The Lord’s Prayer 

Yo, Bid Daddy upstairs 

Our Father, who art in heaven 

Youbechillin 

Hallowed be thy name 

So be yo hood 

Thy Kingdom come 

You besayin’ it, I be doin’ it 

Thy will be done 

In this here hood and yo’ 

On earth as it is in heaven 

Gimme some eats 

Give us this day our daily bread 

And cut me some slack, Home 

And forgive us our trespasses 

So’s I be doin’ it to dem dat diss me 

As we forgive those who trespass against us 

Don’t be pushing me into no jive 

Lead us not into temptation 

And keep dem Cripps away 

But deliver us from evil 

’ Cause you always be da Man. 

For thine is the Kingdom, the power and the glory 
for ever and ever. 

Right On! 

Amen. 
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THE NEW NATIONALISM 


BY MICHAEL NEWLAND BA (HONS) MA 


T HE fact must be faced that 
British nationalism has 
enjoyed only the most 
sparing success in electoral 
terms during the period since 
its inception before the Second World War. 

This elementary observation is the basis 
of Jack Truman’s path-breaking analysis in 
Patriot of the reasons why something 
capable of such intrinsic and enormous 
popularity has achieved so little. Even more 
important — for our national survival 
depends on it — is what can and should be 
done to break the cycle of failure. The 
general answer is that the way ahead is clear 
if there be the wit to take it. 

In Europe, the picture is utterly different, 
with nationalist groups making formidable 
gains during the last few years, far 
overtaking the false dawn of the National 
Front in Britain during the 1970s, in which 
our country was in the vanguard of growing 
political resistance to liberalism. One of the 
standard media lines for years has been ‘Le 
Pen in retreat’ — followed by the Front 
National making further gains in either 
votes or influence. Much the same applies 
to Jorg Haider’s party in Austria. 

Much of the underlying credit for the 
progress made in France must go to patient 
work, largely behind the scenes, by Alain de 
Benoist and GRECE, who set out, during 
the 1960s, to create a ‘new right’ intellectual 
tradition separated from the past — and 
particularly from the 1930s. Within a 
Gramsci ‘war of position’, the right in 
Britain cannot proceed without more 
attention being paid to creating a bandwagon 
of ideas outside and above direct political 
campaigning. 

As de Benoist says, liberal democracy 
will turn out to be a similar massive 
disappointment to communism. This is the 
century of the utopia which crumbles into 
dystopia. 

The left proper is now intellectually 
bankrupt, as can be seen from the fact that 
its major remaining political weapon is 
violence and intimidation. ‘Left warns of 
right-wing violence’ is a staple of the press. 
This should read: ‘Left prays for right-wing 
violence’ — hopefully engineered and 
encouraged by themselves, and blamed on 
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others by the left-lobby within the media. 
Few on the right will any longer fall for this 
trick, and those few must learn fast. There 
is no public acceptability to be gained by 
falling into the trap of doing the left and 
liberal’s work for them, with self-defeating 
acts of illegality, which have newspaper 
editors rubbing their liberal paws together 
with satisfaction. 

Both liberal and communist movements 
are also fundamentally anti-democratic, in 
its proper sense, which in France lies within 
the tradition of government representing 
the will of the people. The Anglo-Saxon 
tradition of representative government has 
its own defenders, but in Britain we no 
longer enjoy either, with MPs being largely 
lobby fodder, neither reflecting the wishes 
of the electorate, nor even their own best 
judgement. 

Britain’s political establishment is now so 
locked in self-constructed failure and 
inadequacy that nationalism in our country 
is being handed a gift-wrapped box of 
chocs as to the issues on which we should 
be running. Political success is not drawn 
on its own from analysis of what is wrong 
with a current regime. That is mere political *. 



PETER MANDELSON: 
Masterminded Labour’s election victory 


science or journalism. The true black art 
is identifying political opportunity and 
making full use of it. Those who are good 


at the former are not necessarily capable of 
the latter. New Labour is very good at the 
latter, offering the same as the Tories, but 
promising a few cherries on top, and 
persuading us that this is the best any party 
can offer. 

Many of the people who have worked for 
the return of a Labour government — often 
in the forefront of denigration of nationalists 
— are now about to have a monstrous joke 
played upon them. The Blair administration 
has been put in to install the other half of the 
Thatcher revolution, which the Tories were 
unable to impose. The US form of capitalism 
is to be fully introduced into Britain, with 
welfare provision slashed. The party of 
Keir Hardie is to be the vehicle for a merciless 
society. We in the nationalist camp must 
offer an alternative to our people. 

Liberalism has become a cancer, with a 
momentum of its own, battening onto 
society. Britain is being progressively turned 
into a part of the Third World, with even 
George Soros questioning the wisdom of 
the economic side of the contraption. The 
peculiar ability of communism, and in its 
turn liberalism, to create a momentum and 
a life of their own, seemingly overtaking the 
wit of man to block the advance, must not 
obscure awareness of the active part in 
their promotion by particular special interest 
groups too well known to need mentioning. 

The present liberal totalitarianism is even 
worse in some ways than its predecessor 
communism, which at least attempted to 
provide employment, and superficially paid 
homage to the notion of society, rather than 
to a fragmented individualism so bleak to 
the soul. It is also a good deal more cunning, 
in pretending to offer participation, when 
the media mechanisms of debate are quietly 
fixed from beginning to end, in the manner 
so well described by Noam Chomsky as 
‘manufacturing consent’. 

What is now being inflicted on white 
people is nothing less than a slow Holocaust 
all over the West. Such a description may 
seem far fetched at first, but consider the 
realities. A policy of permanent mass Third 
World immigration, without any mandate 
from our own people, is now in at least its 
fortieth year, with no end ever in sight. It 
is coupled with day and night propaganda 
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encouraging us all to produce mixed race 
offspring. The end is inevitable — the end 
of white people. One group, which has 
been in the forefront of encouraging all this, 
at the same time argues for racial loyalty 
among its own. 

If we fail to take the opportunities now on 
offer, then we cannot blame anyone but 
ourselves if nationalism in this country 
continues to be a small-scale demonised 
affair, attracting growing, mostly silent, 
sympathy, but never achieving the critical 
mass of votes or members to win power. 
Demonisation does, however, at least, 
indicate that the right political targets are 
being hit, even if without the necessary 
degree of finesse — ‘One hundred and 
eighty,’ in the language of the political darts 
match. 

A common claim by the political 
establishment, and by their servants within 
the media, is that the view from the right 
enjoys an insignificant level of agreement 
with its outlook among the population at 
large. Although this is an obvious ploy for 
any political establishment to use, in order 
to make opponents feel isolated and 
marginalised, there does seem also to be a 
burgeoning, what might be called, 
‘Ceausescu syndrome’ among our rulers in 
Britain — an unwillingness, born of vanity, 
to believe that the people could really not 
appreciate them, and in growing numbers. 
Mrs. Thatcher appears to have been one of 
the more minor victims of the syndrome, 
disposed of as a barrier to the re-election of 
the Tories, shortly after planning an indefinite 
stay in office. 

The look of disbelief, on Ceausescu’s 
face, in a famous piece of news footage 
from Rumania shortly before his downfall, 
when he walked onto a balcony, to the 
accompaniment of jeers from the crowd, 
spoke volumes about the world of unreality 
in which his regime operated. A fixed media 
will always rebound upon the rulers, who 
remain unacquainted with the real feelings 
of the people until very late in the day. 

In Britain, people are increasingly unwilling 
to voice their real opinions even anonymously 
to pollsters, in the face of the political 
correctness enforcers. Thus newspapers 
are able to trumpet the results of dubious 
polls which purport to show little or no 
concern about race. The ‘hostage 
syndrome’ also applies with a vengeance. 
People placed in situations of psychological 
or physical domination will often persuade 
themselves that they support the objectives 
of the oppressors. 

Before turning to the details of what I 
believe we should be doing, allow me to 
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sketch the bones of Truman’s argument 
from my own perspective. 

Beginning with Mosley, during the 1930s, 
the nationalist argument was that complete 
social collapse being on the way, a nationalist 
movement had only to wait, and then to 
pick up the pieces from a grateful, adoring, 
and desperate, public. 

Mosley himself observed, presciently, 
in the House of Commons, that what he 
feared most was a slow national decline, 
in which the pregnant with opportunity 
watershed of collapse never occurred. It 
is salutary and educative to consider how 
the Mosleyites sat in their headquarters, 
during the 1930s, waiting for the decisive 
moment which never arrived. As Lord 
Skidelsky put it: ‘Living and training for 
the big day’. Since a totally desperate 
public would welcome any rescuer, it 
was unnecessary to behave in a manner 
which did not alienate much of the public. 
Fights in the street offered an image of 
power, and a general air of being ready 
for war. Being clad in pseudo uniforms 
added to it. An air of ill-will was inevitable. 

Nationalism has been cursed since the 
1930s by this syndrome, which has been 
almost entirely dropped in practice in recent 
years — whatever the newspapers may tell 
you — but has remained in the hearts of too 
many nationalists — sitting there like the 
blockage of an artery with fat, and barring 
real commitment to a change of approach. 

When the BNP tried a new approach in 
East London in the early 1990s, the results 
were far from slow to arrive. A council seat 
was actually won by Derek Beackon, and 
the local Liberal Democrats collapsed. Local 
campaigning was mainstream in style, and 
did not depend in any way on offering to be 
saviours during some future apocalypse. 

The establishment naturally blitzed the 
area in response to the challenge, but the 
loss of the seat eight months later tells one 
nothing about the prospects for nationalist 
politics. What was being said about the 
slow dismantling of British society was 
then on the fringe of public awareness. It is 
now mainstream. We were pioneers, waiting 
for public opinion to catch up. 

In Tower Hamlets and neighbouring 
Newham where we won a seat and won 
massive votes generally, the old tactics of 
street-style politics had been dispensed with. 
A new mainstream political approach was 
applied and, despite all the adverse claims 
and doubts, it worked and can do so again 
— if it is applied consistently, rather than as 
some kind of occasional bolt-on extra 
reluctantly used. Most people in British 
nationalism are now coming belatedly to 
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Found success with the new nationalism 


this conclusion, but it needs a positive lead 
to get people working at a viable agenda. 

The accusation of ‘populism’, if any 
attempt is made to promote a modern 
nationalism, has long been used by the old 
guard to damn progress as a selling-out of 
the British cause, when it is nothing of the 
kind. Something very similar is used on the 
left, where deviation from ancient nostrums 
is concerned. But the ‘populist’ accusation 
is, in any case, growing fainter as 
mainstream nationalist opinion has swung 
behind the new nationalism. 

The political mainstream is delighted with 
such fossilisation, however, arguing 
correctly that promotion of the patriotic 
cause will be self-defeating, being often so 
out of touch as to repel support as much as 
to attract it. ‘Give them the rope to hang 
themselves’ one bogus ‘conservative’ said 
on television recently. There is no 
regeneration of communism proper in the 
offing, even with a better presentation. It 
lies buried with a stake through its heart 
after too many recent failures. What the 
mainstream establishment really fears is a 
properly presented modern nationalism, 
which is not only infinitely more politically 
effective, but so much more difficult to 
criminalise. 

In France, modern nationalism is now so 
popular that the state is turning to 
gerrymandering to block its advance, as the 
old remedies — like violence against the 
right carried out by the left, and ‘race laws’, 
fail in the face of more astute presentation 
and tactics. It must be repeated over and 
over again — the more moderate the 
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language the more support it generates. 

Grass roots support is the basis of 
success, appealing to the population at 
large, not to small groups of the determined 
cut off from society. This is beginning to 
develop within many nationalist groups — 
not just the BNP — and ’tis pity we are not 
yet all within one successful movement. 
The message must appeal to a wide audience. 
The right has picked up from the left, over 
the years, a false notion that its appeal must 
focus too narrowly upon what used to be 
known as the proletariat. 

The drawbacks of this narrow focus for 
communism were displayed after the 
Russian Revolution, when economic 
collapse, and particularly industrial collapse, 
led to the decimation of this very group 
upon which Lenin had pinned so much in 
terms of its political contribution. In modern 
Britain, the old-fashioned working class is 
in decline, as everyone knows, also from 
industrial collapse — albeit from very 
different causes — and many of its members 
are joining the middle class in terms of their 
aspirations. 

As has been said, the establishment is 
delivering us a large box of chocolates — 
each one a political opportunity. Those at 
the top of the establishment are now so tied 
in self-made knots that they are unable to 
tackle any problem successfully. The great 
weakness of liberalism is that it paralyses 
itself. 

An amusing example was the row over 
MP Diane Abbott, and the East London 
black nurses affair. Since, according to 
liberal dogma, everyone in the world has 



Stalin’s Russia operated overt oppression 
for thought crimes . In modern Britain , 
there is the same thought crime mindset 
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rights which must receive equal precedence 
to those in Britain, Finnish nurses could be 
brought in as cheap labour in preference to 
a previous wave of West Indians, who 
might be becoming a little too economically 
established. Next time Chinese perhaps. 
Community becomes impossible for any 
group, and it is all done in the name of 
community! 

Similarly, since every grouping must be 
represented in schools, education becomes 
a meaningless ‘multi-cult’ hodge-podge 
which pleases no one. In Newham, recently, 
a white father with two mixed race children 
has been at war with their school, demanding 
a Judaeo-Christian education. 

Since no one must be allowed to be 
offended in the new hodge-podge society, 
‘political correctness’ must be introduced 
—nothing less than a Stalinist totalitarianism 
which blocks all genuine debate, freedom 
of speech, and thus the basic essential of a 
genuine democracy. The new society which 
beckons is supposedly of such 
overwhelming and obvious merit that 
criticism must surely come only from 
damnable and evil people, who are against 
people in general and their welfare. 

Arrest the villains! Silence the villains 
who are holding up paradise! This was 
precisely the overt rationale behind Stalin’ s 
police state, and the liberals are now 
purveying exactly the same line in the form 
of PC. If paradise is not here quite yet it 
must be round the corner, and all must 
renew their efforts, as the trusting character 
in Orwell’s Animal Farm told the others. 

The atmosphere in which political debate 
is now conducted in Britain — with its 
media witch hunts, denunciations, and 
intimidation of dissidents — is reminiscent 
of something of which younger people 
have little awareness. Accounts of what 
had happened in Stalinist Russia, during the 
1930s and later, by its victims like Alexander 
Solzhenitsyn, had a revelatory quality some 
thirty years ago, when they began to seep 
into the West following Khrushchev’s 
exposures. We congratulated ourselves that 
our society could never be like that. The 
shootings in the cellars of the Lubyanka, 
mass arrests, and the labour camps, might 
be missing in Britain, but the mentality is 
now not far distant from what we used to 
read about, with a bogus and engineered 
‘public opinion’ purveyed by the media, the 
police, and councils, to which they claim to 
be responding. 

Genuine democracy, freedom of speech, 
the right to an identity for every racial group 
in the world, and a simple questioning as to 
why the new liberal paradise is actually so 


bloody to live in, and when the miraculous 
change will occur, with heaven on earth 
emerging from its cocoon — all these 
issues will attract support for our viewpoint 
from a wide range of people — and not by 
any means all white. 

The successful contemporary European 
nationalism — let us call it the ‘new 
nationalism’ — is of quite different character 
to that of the 1930s. Pre-war nationalism 
was about supremacy, both racial and 
military. The nationalism at which we should 
be aiming has been described as 
‘risorgimento nationalism’, after the Italian 
struggle for independence during the 19th 
century — essentially a movement to obtain 
the right of self-determination. There cannot 
be many people left in Britain who still doubt 
that our right of self-determination is being 
steadily eroded. 

The power of memories of the war to be 
used as a device to block objective debate is 
at last weakening, however hard the media 
are still playing that now dog-eared trump 
card. The bizarre argument that the British 
people have no moral right to their society 
because of Hitler — despite the fact that we 
were on the opposing side in the war — 
enjoyed a peculiar power to suppress 
thought for decades. Everything is 
somehow reduced to Hitler, for propaganda 
purposes — what Le Pen calls the ‘reductio 
ad Hitlerum\ 

One of the most superficially damning 
criticisms of nationalism today is that it 
wishes to put back the clock of history. In 
reality, nationalism of the risorgimento 
variety aims at precisely the opposite to the 
past empire building — enhancing the 
smaller over the larger. A commonly held 
argument is that the economic tide drives us 
all into an internationalised world. In such a 
situation, the need for the nation state as the 
repository of a recognisable community is 
all the stronger. People go mad if they are 
denied belonging, yet that is precisely the 
road we are taking. As Ethan Kapstein, of 
the US Council on Foreign Relations, put it 
recently: “Just when working people most 
need the nation state as a buffer from the 
world economy, it is abandoning them.” 

There is quite enough substance here 
alone for any radical party. 

The above argument for a modernised 
nationalism does not dictate that history 
should be ignored, or its discussion 
marginalised. The post-war world is the 
offspring of the great conflict of 1939 to 
1945, and the preferences of the victors. 
There is a very great difference between 
discussing history, however, and being 
emotionally stuck to historical events and 
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American Indians like this had their 
country taken from them. A beaten and 
cowed people, they then went to live on the 

reservations with no honour or pride 

personages by the glue of memory and 
sentiment. 

The generality among white British people 
is that they have suffered, for decades, a 
genuine and understandable perplexity and 
disbelief that their own leaders might wish 
to destroy them — with a paralysing effect 
on our whole population, who have stood 
largely mute for decades at the perceived 
unreality of what is happening. Private 
agreement with the broad complaint made 
by nationalists is very widespread, even if 
the full enormity of what is being done is 
often not entirely appreciated. A year or 
two ago, Lord Beloff remarked, concerning 
the European issue, that the British were a 
nation which bred Quislings in peacetime, 
and a certain shutting of eyes to reality is 
certainly commonplace. 

It is a tribute to the fluency of ideas that 
white people have been largely persuaded 
— or perhaps we should say more 
accurately tricked — into accepting the 
most bizarre double standards to their 
disadvantage. If there is one thing nationalists 
should be doing it is exposing our opponents 
as the racists and extremists, in a genuine 
sense, which they really are. These people, 
who machinate to destroy us, while hiding 
behind their bogus anti-racism, should be 
confronted with the realities of what they 
are doing to us at every turn. 

Grudging admiration is due for the skill 
with which international capitalism has taken 
over the propaganda slogans and methods 
of communism, turning them to its own 
ends. Communism was nothing less than 
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skilful in developing the new science and art 
of propaganda earlier in this century. One 
of the best examples is the use of the word 
‘racism’. The term was invented by Trotsky 
after the First World War, and now performs 
sterling service in persuading white people 
not only to accept the theft of their 
homelands, but to feel guilty about it! 

Nationalism will never take hold in 
our country until it represents itself in 
a new way, which reflects the reality of 
our lives. We are not a proud people 
waiting for the call to reassert our rights, 
but a beaten and subjugated people living 
under an effectively colonial regime, with 
our cities flooded with immigrants who 
know that the entire state system is there to 
assert their welfare at the expense of ours. 
A similar position in the US has reached 
such a pitch of intensity that a North African 
immigrant is suing the government for the 
miseries which resulted from his being 
categorised as white by immigration 
officials. We are told what we are allowed 
to think and say. Most Britons have been 
reduced to a fearful silence in the face of all 
this. 

Our government and main political parties 
are openly and brazenly displaying the fact 
that they serve primarily foreign business 
and political interests. White Britons are 
being steadily pressured by crime, and all 
manner of other discomforts, into moving 
out of the main centres of population into 
areas like Essex, in the case of East London. 
Our culture is under day and night attack in 
the media. 

Our position is potentially little different in 
substance from that of the Red Indians, 
who were herded onto reservations, and 
treated with contempt in 19th century 
America. Perhaps Essex should be referred 
to as the ‘Essex Reservation’! Another 
close parallel exists with Fiji. Under colonial 
rule, Asian immigrants began to move there. 
The easy-going Fijians woke up, during the 
1980s, to find that they were outnumbered, 
and that the migrants had taken power. The 
same fate awaits us Britons — only the time 
scale is longer since our country is larger. 

When the peoples of the former colonial 
countries suffered all the same indignities 
as ourselves they rightly described their 
campaign of resistance as a fight against 
racism and colonialism. British nationalists 
are not attempting to take over other 
countries, or exert a racial supremacy against 
other peoples elsewhere. We are the 
victims of these things. Therefore we 
are not racists, but the victims of racism, 
in its proper sense, and of neo¬ 
colonialism. Until we argue our case in this 


way, and detach ourselves from the language 
of supremacy, we will never make headway. 
Until then, nationalism will remain the 
proverbial bath with the tap on, but the plug 
out, as too many people slip away after 
testing the waters. 

No immigrant must be asked to do 
anything he or she does not like, since this 
would be ‘racist’, but white people as a 
whole may have the most oppressive 
demands made on them against their will. 
Thus, a repatriation programme would be 
wrong if it did not obtain universal support 
among immigrants, and probably not even 
then, but white people, without any 
democratic mandate, are expected to accept 
mass immigration without end. 

Coupled to this giant double standard as 
to the relative rights of whites and non¬ 
whites, is an attempt to pretend that a 
repatriation programme is akin to asking 
migrants to jump to their deaths over the 
edge of the world. 

The fact appears to have been missed that 
migrants would be returning to countries 
populated by people exactly like them — 
including descendants of the same ancestors. 
Also missed is the fact that there is a 
constant flow of people back to these 
countries — West Indians returning in the 
face of poor job prospects, and poor 
educational standards in British schools, 
and the many busy family links between the 
Asian sub-continent and migrants within 
Britain. Indeed, it has become something of 
a stock-in-trade for Labour and the 
Conservatives to speak proudly of the family 
connections between Britain and Asia. 


Where then is the supposed immense 
injustice in repatriation — and especially 



Black people have no hope and no future 
in Britain. Some are returning home and 
many more would go given the cash 


when resettlement grants would be provided 
far in excess of what many migrants would 
have accumulated had they stayed at home? 
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If nationalism is about identity, then 
consider the plight of all too many black 
people—marooned in a Britain from which 
the economic tide of labour-intensive 
production has withdrawn, leaving them 
either unemployed, or tossed between bogus 
Government pretend-job schemes. Why do 
we not make it possible for everyone to live 
within their own societies? The money and 
transport system is available. If these things 
are not there to create societies people want 
to live in, then priorities need rearranging. 

Of course, opponents of nationalism argue 
that a new form of society is under 
construction in which the adhesive holding 
together the social fabric is no longer to be 
based on a common culture or race, but 
upon shared values, as theoretically is the 
case in the United States. 

They point to the extraordinary solvent 
ability of the mantra T am an American’ in 
integrating generations of white European 
origin immigrants into the United States. 
They choose to ignore precisely the latter 
origin of those migrants, who already shared 
a European cultural and racial heritage. 
Mass migrations since the 1960s have been 
deliberately encouraged from elsewhere — 
and the social threads are fraying. A recent 
report from Canada told of a newly arrived 
Chinese immigrant physically assaulting a 
white man, and screaming : “Go back to 
Europe, Honky”! 

White liberals grossly underestimate the 
group identity of other races, and of their 
contempt for the stupidity of white people 
who are prepared to dismantle their societies 
in the fervent hope that their values will be 
adopted by others. The organic nature of 
societies is not to be 
replaced by constitutional 
dogmas ambitiously 
required to nourish the civic 
order on their own — 
however high-sounding and 
well-meaning. 

The political correctness 
mania, which aims to police 
the new society, is attached 
closely to free market ideas. 

Like communism and 
liberalism in their social 
theory, if free markets are 
not providing enough jobs, 
in accordance with the 
theory, then it is because 
the theory is not being 
applied with sufficient 
stringency. 

At the moment, our 
politicians have one of the 
two great economic 
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propaganda tricks available. Capitalism is 
cyclical. One trick is available during the 
downturn. If unemployment is rocketing it 
is merely the cycle and will pass. During the 
upturn — well, now it is not the upturn 
creating some jobs, but the brilliance of 
government economic management. That 
is the present line, despite a mere two 
million benefit claimants. They, of course, 
will evaporate with a further intensification 
of the world free market. 

Nat West and Barclays Banks recently 
concluded that, after all the massive 
downsizing of recent years, more staff 
were now needed. They advertised that 
new jobs were available. The jobs enjoyed 
a ‘zero-hours’ contract arrangement. That 
is to say that no definite number of hours at 
all was promised, not even one hour a 
week. The unfortunate employee was 
supposed to sit at home waiting for a call 
that might never come. No sick pay, holiday 
pay, or pension, either. 

Marx underestimated the adaptiveness of 
capitalism. Following the period of 
economic chaos which extended over most 
the inter-war years, capitalism indulged an 
enlightened and preservatory self-interest. 
Post WWII workers were promised the 
security of near full employment in order to 
deter support for the then overestimated 
attractions of state-run economies. Now 
that communism has collapsed, an 
increasingly unalloyed capitalism is the 
inevitable result of lack of a sufficiently 
powerful rival. 

On purely economic grounds, the great 
labour flexibility mania is faulty. Free market 
theory is based on what is known technically 
as the neo-Walrasian 
market. Very broadly, 
anonymous individuals 
haggle and exchange goods, 
producing the best outcome. 
What is not properly taken 
into account is that 
economies do not simply 
consist of exchanging 
goods. There are 
production processes to 
create them in the first place, 
in which a cooperative and 
social effort is required. 
Regiments train together for 
this reason. Personal 
relationships add efficiency. 
A come-and-go labour 
market never builds such 
structures, and, in any event, 
most workplaces require the 
climbing of a learning curve 
to achieve efficiency — 



This man is in business 
helping Blacks return to 
their homelands 


come-and-go staff never have the 
opportunity to reach the plateau. 

Society as a concept was, in any event, 
invented to provide security. Live in a cave 
as a group and you have mutual protection 
against wild animals. The present policy is 
to make life as uncertain as possible, negating 
the whole point of a society in the first 
place. Dogma says that security can no 
longer be provided. If that were so how did 
we manage for decades after the war — 
and during a period of unprecedented 
change? Security is the purpose of society. 
The main parties have forgotten. Another 
free chocolate for nationalist politics. 

The genuine radical politics is now on the 
so-called right. Better to adopt the Front 
National slogan, ‘Neither Right nor Left, 
but French’ with one word changed. The 
remnants of the left and so-called mainstream 
can only offer a brutal censorship, and the 
destruction of everyone’s identity — black 
or white — into a pit of television’s social 
messages inanity. 

There is no doubt that non-white 
immigrants have a far better developed 
political antenna at present than white people. 
The constant ‘anti-racist’ rhetoric of 
mainstream politicians butters few parsnips. 
If the same politicians have been willing to 
set out on a path of destroying their own 
people, they are unlikely to prove any more 
reliable from the viewpoint of immigrants, 
who will be abandoned even more easily, if 
it suits the interests of the establishment. 

Immigrants are shamelessly used as 
political and economic footballs — at one 
moment the unwitting weapons employed 
by liberalism to undermine white society, 
and often bearing the brunt of inevitable 
resentments, which should be directed at 
the guilty white politicians, at another simply 
cheap labour to be exploited. 

The heart of the matter is freedom — 
freedom to enjoy the basics of a viable 
society, like identity and debate. Where the 
United States goes go we a few years later, 
and the biblical writing is on the wall in that 
country without a breakage of the political 
logjam, but space does not permit exploring 
that topic. If the need for necessary radical 
change were not eventually embraced by 
societies — whatever the maddening inertia 
— we would all still be living in caves. 

There are more than enough fruitful issues 
for nationalists to run on outside the partly 
self-inflicted ghetto of the past years. Much 
does not even involve taking a side in racial 
terms, since it is universal to wish for an 
identity. The New Nationalism offers an 
attractive alternative to a liberalism which is 
becoming increasingly discredited. @ 
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Dawn Attack 

By K. f. Cat ham 


Steam rises off of their bodies, 

Their faces are tired and drawn. 

Their feet still hurt from the marching they ’ ve done, 
And their clothes are muddy and tom. 

They drink their tea or have a last smoke, 

As they wait for the first light of dawn. 

‘On your feet lads’, whispers the Sergeant, 

‘ Come on we ’ re out on the right! ’ 

They quietly pick up their weapons, 

The ones they’ve been cleaning all night. 

Then silently follow him into the mist, 

Until the last man’s out of sight. 



Para Gpmg gunner awaits the Tumbledown night offensive 



The whistle and crump of mortars is heard, 

The Artillery thunders away. 

An explosion close by, but we’re safe in the trench. 

It was probably only a stray. 

The radio’s dead, what’s wrong on the right? 

We stand there and silently pray. 

Then suddenly all becomes quiet, 

‘The mist’s clearing’, our Captain said. 

‘Come on lads, it’s time to move forward’. 

In my stomach a feeling of dread, 

Then we move out, on the right, to the valley. 

To pick up our wounded and dead. 

Steam rises off of their bodies, 

Their faces no longer look drawn. 

There’s no pain in their feet from the marching they did, 
Though their clothes are still muddy and tom. 

Now they’ve drunk their last drink and had their last smoke. 
And they’ 11 never again see a dawn. 


R. J. Latham, 1982 
9th Parachute Squadron, Royal Engineers. 


THE LONG MARCH TO VICTORY: 
Goose Green to Port Stanley 
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TARANTO 1940: the royal navy 

SHATTERS THE ITALIAN FLEET BY Stephen Ward 


A T the start of the disastrous 
Second World War, Britain 
found herself in a terrible 
state of unpreparedness. 
Still wedded to obsolete 

notions of continental balance of power and 
with no great vision of welding the 

Dominions into one political/economic/ 
military bloc, still less had Britain kept up to 
date with the techniques of modern 

warfare. The Poles, Dutch, Belgians, 
Danes, Norwegians and French had each 
been quickly overwhelmed and Britain 


ignominiously sent packing at Dunkirk. 

The British Empire was a global concept 
spanning l A the land surface of the globe. 
The sea-lanes were of vital importance. 
Once the Suez Canal had been built, the 
Mediterranean Sea became such a sea-lane, 
linking the UK, India and Australia. 
Gibraltar, Malta and Alexandria became as 
familiar to sailors as Scapa Flow, Chatham 
and Plymouth. 

With the fall of France and the loss of 
French naval power in the Mediterranean, 
Britain found itself outnumbered and 


outgunned in that arena by the faster, more 
heavily gunned and modern Italian fleet. In 
heavy ships, Britain had a small advantage; 
they numbered 7 battleships and 2 aircraft- 
carriers. The Italians had 6 battleships and 
depended entirely upon land based aircraft; 
but they could deploy 21 cruisers against 
Britain’s 8, 50 destroyers and as many 
torpedo boats against 37 British destroyers 
and 100 submarines against 8 British ones. 
The Italians also had 2,000 aircraft against 
some 200 British. Furthermore, the 
Admiralty had to endure a profound 
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The Mediterranean theatre June 1940: The Italian fleet holds the strategic centre and enjoys numerical superiority 


strategic handicap. Unlike the Italian fleet 
which held the strategic centre and which 
could concentrate, the British fleet had to be 
split between Alexandria and Gibraltar. For 
to concentrate at Alexandria invited the loss 
of Gibraltar and the prospect of free Italian 
access to the Atlantic. Alternatively, 
concentration at Gibraltar would precipitate 
the loss of the Suez Canal, Red Sea and 
Middle East. Communications with India 
and Australia would also be sacrificed. 

The British Mediterranean fleet based at 
Alexandria was commanded by the very 
able Admiral Cunningham. It consisted of 
the battleships Warspite , Malaya and 
Ramillies , the aircraft-carrier Eagle , the 
heavy cruiser Kent and light cruisers Orion , 
Sydney , Gloucester , Liverpool and Neptune 
as well as 20 destroyers. 

Force H, based at Gibraltar was 
commanded directly by the Admiralty but 
the Flag Officer commanding — Vice- 
Admiral Sir James Somerville — had at 
least half his work (the Mediterranean) 
come under Admiral Cunningham’s 
control. His force consisted of the battle¬ 
cruiser Renown , the battleship Resolution , 
the aircraft-carrier Ark Royal , the cruisers 
Sheffield and Enterprise and 17 destroyers. 

Despite the very large number of Italian 
submarines, particularly in the relatively 
confined space of the Mediterranean, it 
soon became apparent that the struggle for 
control of the Mediterranean sea-lane 
would not, as in the Atlantic, be chiefly 
waged by submarines and air and sea 
escorts, but upon land based air power. 
Sicily and Sardinia became important for 
the Italians and Malta became as vital an 
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airbase for Britain as it was a naval base. 
Crucial was the surrounding land situation 
of the Mediterranean basin. 

While British strategy demanded 
keeping open the sea-lanes and holding both 
ends of the Mediterranean, Italian naval 
strategy depended upon keeping Italian land 
forces in Libya supplied and for land forces 
to force out the British fleet. Their naval 
strategy was therefore defensive, but made 
the error of relying on defence alone. 

Early British moves involved the 
passing of convoys from Gibraltar and 
Alexandria through to reinforce Malta. The 
first reinforcing convoy to Malta from 



Gibraltar at the end of August 1940 (Italy 
didn’t join the war until summer 1940) also 
had a double purpose — to reinforce the 
Mediterranean fleet with the battleship 
Valiant and aircraft-carrier Illustrious , as 
well as the anti-aircraft cruisers Coventry 
and Calcutta. This force was met by the 
Mediterranean fleet south of Malta. 
Cunningham’s fleet had on its way to Malta 
offered battle to the Italian fleet but the latter 
had turned and fled. The reluctance of the 
Italians to fight and an early British victory 
10 days later off Crete when the cruiser 
Sydney and 5 destroyers engaged 2 Italian 
cruisers sinking the Bartolomeo Colleoni 
helped to establish British ascendency over 
the Italian fleet which ultimately reduced 
their theoretical advantage to impotence. 

On the 7th of November 1940, more 
reinforcements for Admiral Cunningham’s 
Mediterranean fleet — the battleship 
Barham , the cruisers Berwick and Glasgow 
and 3 destroyers reached Gibraltar and at 
once sailed east with Force H, as usual 
supplying Malta on the way, and the 
additional ships reached Alexandria without 
incident. 

The forgoing has been necessarily 
lengthy to set the backdrop for the battle of 
Taranto. In the telling, the actual battle is so 
disappointingly short that it comes almost 
as an anti-climax. But this is because 
despite an overwhelming British victory, 
the action was so sudden, so crisp and at 
such little loss that there are few nuances to 
pore over. In that way, it is rather akin to 
describing one boxer land just two punches 
to achieve a knockout with no defensive 
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reply. The lesson, incidently, was not lost 
upon the Japanese who used the same 
tactics to the same effect a year later at 
Pearl Harbour. 

For some time, Admiral Cunningham 
had harboured a desire to strike at the main 
Italian naval base of Taranto with torpedo 
bombers and destroy the Italian fleet in 
harbour in the tradition of the Royal Navy of 
yore against the French and Spanish. He 
was lucky enough to have Lyster as his 
Rear-Admiral (aircraft-carriers), who 
previously as a Captain in the Fleet Air Arm 
had studied the base for just such an attack 
in war plan exercises back in Britain. Lyster 


soon reacquainted himself with the harbour 
and the logistics of the problem. 

THE ATTACK 

As the Barham , Berwick , Glasgow and 
3 destroyers mentioned earlier reached 
Malta, they were met at dawn on the 11 th 
by the British Mediterranean fleet which 
had itself escorted another supply convoy 
to Malta. Air reconnaissance photos 
showed the harbour of Taranto with its 
submarine nets, torpedo booms and 
barrage balloons very clearly along with all 
6 battleships of the Italian fleet in harbour 
by noon on the same day. 
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The attack on Taranto harbour 


It was Cunningham’s intention to use 
both his aircraft-carriers in the attack, but 
Eagle had suffered some bomb damage on 
the way to Malta. Some of her aircraft and 
crew were, therefore, transferred to 
Illustrious , on board which ship two 
striking forces of 12 and 9 aircraft were 
formed from Nos. 813, 815, 819 and 824 
squadrons, led by Lt-Commanders 
Williamson and Hale. 

The fleet took station off the Ionian 
Isles, and after dusk Illustrious , with her 
destroyer screen, parted company and 
made for her flying-off position, about 170 
miles southeast of the target. The two 
Swordfish strike waves flew off at 
8.40p.m. and 9.30 p.m. respectively on the 
11th of November. By 9.00 p.m. the first 


THE FAIREY SWORDFISH 

The Fairey Swordfish shipboard 
torpedo bomber was, in 1940, 
unbelievably still part of the Royal 
Navy’s front-line aircraft inventory. 

The old-fashioned bi-plane, 
nicknamed the stringbag, had a 
cruising speed of 98mph and a top 
speed of just 136mph. It also had an 
uncomfortable open cockpit that was 
badly designed and which tended to 
freeze its occupants. It was, 
however, extremely manoeuvrable 
and easy to fly, but still easy meat for 
enemy fighters which had typical 
cruising speeds of 250mph and top 
speeds of 330mph. Its defensive 
armament was also weak with just 
one forward- and one rear-firing 
machine gun. The Fairey Swordfish 
was obsolete before it had even 
entered service, yet it established an enduring reputation through the bravery of its pilots at Taranto in November 1940 and also 
for its part in sinking the Bismarck in May 1941. 
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wave of 12 Swordfish were in formation 
and on course for Taranto — six Swordfish 
carried torpedoes; the other six carried 
bombs, and two of these carried parachute 
flares as well. 

This first flight arrived over their target 
just before 11.00 p.m. The 2 planes with 
flares began the task of illuminating the 
harbour and that done, they bombed the oil 
storage depot which was 
on the same side as the 
harbour to occupy the 
attention of the searchlight 
and anti-aircraft batteries. 

The other 4 bombers made 
diversionary attacks on 
cruisers and merchant 
shipping in the inner harbour 
while the torpedo bombers 
made for the west so as to 
be able to approach from 
the west and north. 

The leading sub-flight of 
three torpedo bombers flew 
in directly from the west, 
diving down through the 
barrage to a height of 30 
feet before releasing their 
torpedoes. Commander 
Williamson’s own plane, 
the first, was shot down in 
the harbour, but not before 
it had released its torpedo, 
which hit the southernmost 
battleship, the Conte di 
Cavour, on her port [that’s 
the ship’s left side for all 
you landlubbers — Ed] side 
forward. Another plane’s 
torpedo hit the brand-new 
battleship Littorio on her 
port side. The second sub¬ 
flight flew on a parallel 
course further to the north, 
and rounded the northern 
end of the balloon barrage. 

One of its torpedoes hit the 
Littorio for the second 
time, on her starboard side 
but the other torpedoes 
missed or failed to explode. 

The Swordfish of the first 
wave then started on their 
return flight. 

At midnight the second 
wave, led by Lieutenant- 
Commander Hale, arrived over the target. 
Of its 9 Swordfish, 5 were armed with 
torpedoes and four with bombs — of 
which 2 also dropped flares. Exactly the 
same tactics were followed with the same 
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Three battleships had been sunk — the new 
Littorio and two of the older Andrea Doria 
class. And of these, the Caio Duilio was 
never brought back into service. The oil 
storage depot had been destroyed and 
various merchantmen and cruisers had 
been damaged to one degree or another. 
What was left of the Italian battle fleet had 
to abandon Taranto and withdraw to Genoa 
and La Spezia on the Italian 
west coast where it felt 
safer, but where it was also 
further from the vital sea- 
lane. 

Other consequences 
were that the British 
Mediterranean fleet could 
afford to relinquish the 
battleships Malaya and 
Ramillies to more vital 
work in the Atlantic having 
sunk half the Italian battle 
fleet in a single night. In 
Britain, this tremendous 
victory was a real boost and 
the first since the victory of 
the River Plate a year before 
when the Germans lost the 
pocket battleship Admiral 
Graf Spee. 

All this had been 
accomplished for the loss 
of two aircraft and one 
life, since of the four 
airmen lost three were 
picked up by the Italians 
and taken prisoner. This 
vital victory at such little 
cost established British 
hegemony in the 
Mediterranean and made a 
mockery of what the Axis 
partners had considered 
the ‘Italian lake’. From 
this time on, the Italians 
would establish an 
unfortunate national 
reputation of running from 
battle, leaving the German 
Stuka dive-bombers as 
the biggest single enemy 
for British shipping. In a 
service with a proud 
fighting tradition, Taranto 
made the reputation of the 
Swordfish and Admiral 
Cunningham in one of the crispest and 
most spectacular victories of the Royal 
Navy. In the days when Britain really did 
have a Navy, it was victories like this that 
entitled Britain to be called Great! ® 
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success. Another torpedo hit was scored 
on the Littorio and another on the Caio 
Duilio . Like the first wave, the attacking 
Swordfish also lost an aircraft shot down. 
By 3.00 a.m. The next morning all the 
aircraft but the two shot down were back 
on board Illustrious which made off with 
its destroyer screen for the safety of the 
rest of the fleet and back to Alexandria. 


Pride of the Italian battle fleet: The battleship Littorio , sunk at Taranto 

Considering that the attack had been 
mounted by just 21 aircraft of which only 
11 carried a single torpedo and that of these 
just five hits were obtained, the damage 
wrought on the Italian fleet was immense. 
























FINANCE 


THE AWFUL CONFUSION ABOUT 
THE CREATION OF MONEY (2) 


REACTION FROM THE LAST ISSUE OF Patriot 


O F all the articles in last issue’s 
Patriot , the one that 
generated real adverse 
comment, that is from three 
people, was Mike Newland’s 
article, The Awful Confusion About The 
Creation Of Money.’ 

One man wrote in to Spearhead and 
British Nationalist to denounce it! Both 
letters have been passed on to Patriot to see 
if there is any valid criticism. Out of respect 
for the man in question, he remains 
anonymous (He didn’t, after all, write in to 
Patriot ) but his basic four criticisms will be 
printed and answered. Patriot does not fear 
the truth. Let each put forward his own 
view. He said: 

(1) T firstly challenge the claim re the 
credit card caption that Tt might be plastic 
— but its money too!’ For it omits to 
mention that ‘bank money’ having only 
the tangible form of credit cards and 
cheques is not legal tender’. 

(2) ‘...And, as substitutes for cash the 
above have a very limited potential to claim 
from the relatively tiny ‘fractional reserve’ 
of coin and notes held as the bank’s ‘liquid’ 
assets. 

(3) ‘...And, unlike legal tender can be 


refused as a means of payment.’ 

(4) ‘The second photo of a cash point 
machine with the caption ‘Not giving out 
money they haven’t got’ appears to be an 
attempt to give the impression of legal 
tender adequate to meet all the demands of 
it that could be made.’ 

THE ANSWER to the above four points is 
as follows: (1) From a purely legalistic point 
of view, this is quite correct. However, 
‘money is as money does’ is an old saying. 
The point is, if it is accepted then it is money. 
Legally, it would be light work indeed to 
recognise de jure the new monies as legal 
tender which is already the case de facto', 

(2) Not so. In fact, the potential of 
cheques to claim upon the real wealth of a 
nation is almost unlimited. This was one of 
the original points that the ‘funny money’ 
theorists held against it. 

(3) What point is being made here? If 
people stopped accepting cheques and 
credit cards, the economy would collapse. 
Is outlawing cheques and credit cards 
some cranky vision of a nationalist 
economy? In addition, while suspicions 
have been voiced as to the control and 
surveillance of the cashless society, in 
practical terms, would people feel more 
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secure by carrying hundreds or even 
thousands of pounds about their person 
instead of a handy little card or cheque 
book? And would it help the economy? 

(4) This point calls for a quick 
explanation of what the fractional reserve 
system is. The fractional reserve is the 
fraction of cash that is held by banks from 
their depositors in notes and coin, knowing 
that that fraction is likely to satisfy all 
normal commercial demands made upon it. 
The fractional reserve in Britain varies but 
in recent years has been around 20%, so 
when Denis deposits £100, the bank has to 
keep £20 in notes and coin while it can lend 
the other £80 out. Greedy banks would like 
to lend out more than £80, say £95, and 
make that much more profit on the interest 
from the extra £15. The only trouble is that 
if people want their money, the bank itself 
would not have it (having lent it out) and 
would therefore collapse — this has 
happened, notably in the 1920s but also 
quite recently. So the fractional reserve is 
set to a ‘safe’ level by the Bank of England 
which was nationalised by the post-war 
Labour government. 

Of course, if every depositor walked into 
his bank and said “give me my money”, the 
bank with a fractional reserve of 20% 
would still collapse and would only be safe 
from collapse when the fractional reserve 
was 100%. In other words, the only time 
when the banking system would be able 
to meet the maximum possible demands 
made upon it by its depositors would be 
when it didn’t lend that money back out 
again and no-one would be able to get a 
loan or interest upon their deposit! 

What kind of economic thinking is this? 
As Mike Newland said in his article: 

‘One hopes that readers appreciate 
that there is a genuine need to allow 
people to borrow. Businesses, house 
purchasers, and so on would be in 
difficulty if only those with inherited 
money could buy a home, or exploit a 
good idea in the marketplace.’ @ 
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NATIONALIST SUCCESS 


FOREIGN 

THE FRONT NATIONAL defied the doomsayers 
to win its highest ever vote — 3,785,383 for 
14.94 % of the poll to make it France ’ s third largest 
political party. Despite this, a system of alliances 
against the FN restricted the party to just one seat 
in Toulon, won by Jean-Marie Le Chevallier. 

French elections are different from British ones 
in that, although they operate a first past the post 
system, the voting takes place over two ballots a 
week apart. All candidates securing less than 
12.5 % in the first round are obliged to drop out of 
the second ballot. But it is the RPR/UDF and PS/ 
PCF alliances which make the result more complex. 
The UDF which finished behind the Front went on 
to win 108 seats in Parliament! 

To show how this works; in the 4th district of 


Marseilles, the first 

round result was: 


Susini (FN) 

7,975 

30.89% 

Hermier (PCF) 

7,733 

30.34% 

Dary (PS) 

3,740 

14.67% 

Chatel (RPR) 

2,787 

10.93% 


Five other parties polled under 3 % and had to 
drop out from the second ballot for failing to reach 
the threshold, as did the RPR. But so did the 
Socialist candidate who advised his voters to vote 
communist (PCF). 

On June 1st, the second round result was: 
Hermier(PCF) 15,363 58.36% 

Susini(FN) 10,960 41.64% 



NEWS 


The conservative RPR/ 

UDF coallition rejected the 
idea of making any deals 
with Le Pen’s FN , and even 
instructed their own 
candidates to drop out and 
hand victory to the Socialist/ 
communist alliance rather than 
stay in the race and risk a 
possible FN victory. The PS 
and PCF did likewise giving 
rise to rainbow coallitions 
against the FN. 

Le Pen’s response was to 
instruct all F/Vcandidates to 
stay in the second ballot to 
wreak damage on the RPR/ 

UDF. The RPR/UDF 
thought that Le Pen’s voters 
would desert the FN in the second round. They 
were wrong and the RPR/UDF suffered badly. 
Beziers is typical. In the 1st round, the votes were: 
Couderc (RPR) 12,970 26.18% 

Untereiner (FN) 12,487 25.20% 

Barreau(PS) 12,141 24.51% 

Rumeau (PCF) 6,911 13.95% 

An FN deal with the government would have 
seen the RPR comfortably retain this seat, but the 
FA held on and the second round result was: 


Some of the 25,000 who gathered for the FN election rally 


Barreau(PS) 23,652 43.53% 

Couderc (RPR) 20,043 36.88% 

Untereiner (FN) 10,646 19.59% 

At 15 %, the F/Vobtained the 3rd highest vote yet 
won only 1 seat, while others with less of the vote 
by means of an establishment stitch-up, won many 
more. Despite the stitch-up, the FA did win and 
came close in a number of other seats. In Parliament, 
Le Chevallier will speak for 4 million people. The 
tide of history is with us and it’s not over yet! 


READ BNP PUBLICATIONS 


Read British Nationalist and Spearhead for 
more Nationalist news and views. 

British Nationalist is the broadsheet 
newspaper of the party packed with news 
and facts the controlled mass media don’t 
want you to know; Plus the latest news and 
developments on the BNP. Sample copy 76p, 
post free. 

Spearhead is Britain’s longest running 
nationalist magazine. Read Spearhead for an 
in-depth view of nationalist politics. Sample 
copy £1.80, post free. 

Cheques/Postal Orders please to British 
Nationalist or Spearhead (state which) at 
P.O. Box 117, Welling, Kent DAI6 3DW. 

(See page 8 for back issues of Patriot ). 
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BOOK REVIEW 


THE END OF RACISM 

By Dinesh D’Souza Reviewed by TonyLecomber 

Published by Free Press USA £12.99 pb; £29.99 hb. 


T HIS is an astonishing 
book. Written from an 
anti-racist viewpoint, this 
book destroys one anti¬ 
racist myth and tenet of 
faith after another. D’Souza does so, he 
claims, because the traditional liberal 
position on race is factually incorrect and 
unsustainable. 

The book starts thus: ‘A generation 
after the civil rights movement, Americans 
are once again engaged in a radical 
rethinking of their attitudes towards race, 
and major changes in public policy are 
imminent. The choice is whether to 
preserve the existing structure of race- 
based policies or opt for a completely 
different approach.’ 

D’Souza had in mind proposition 209 
which was voted on in California at the 
end of 1996. The vote ended the legal 
anomaly where non-whites, whether 
Blacks or Hispanics had an advantaged 
position in society with regard to whites, 
specifically because of the colour of their 
skin. The policy, disingenuously called 
4 Affirmative Action’, discriminated against 
white people in schooling and employment 
where whites would be rejected in favour 
of less qualified non-whites. Proposition 
209 heralds a sea change taking place in 
American racial politics and this makes 
D’Souza’s book doubly interesting since 
he saw it coming. 

Some of the questions D’Souza deals 
with are fairly standard: Q. ‘Was slavery 
a racist institution?’ A. ‘No, slavery has 
existed in almost all societies.’ In fact 
D’Souza makes the point that what is 
uniquely Western is the abolition of 
slavery! Q. ‘Is racism a western idea?’ A. 
‘Yes. Racism arose in the West as a 
rational, then scientific ideology to explain 
large differences in civilisational attainment 
— as a direct result of whites exploring far 
away lands. Thus racism originated not in 
fear and ignorance, but as part of 
enlightened discovery.’ 
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The book also lays bare the truth that the 
basis of slavery was not racism but profit. 
Most whites didn’t own slaves, indeed a 
number of blacks did. And while slavery 
may have been terrible for the sufferers, 
it left their descendants much better off. 
On campus, D’Souza makes the point that 
when whites group together, it’s 
segregation but when blacks do so, it’s a 
support group: ‘One group is permitted its 
racial bonding, the other is not.’ 

In his book, D’Souza identifies three 
strands of America’s racial problems: 
Black rage, White backlash and Liberal 
despair, and for the impatient, D’Souza 
conveniently summarises the whole book 
(724 pages) in the first chapter. 

BLACK RAGE 

The picture D’Souza draws of racial 
attitudes is stark. The fractured society he 
describes is clearly never going to pull 
together and find peace, it can go only one 
way. Highlighting racial polarisation, 
D’Souza gives examples. Black Edward 
Evans shot a white Congressional aide. At 
the trial, black jurors simply refused to 
give credence to prosecution evidence. 
The result was a mistrial; Colin Ferguson, 
a Jamaican immigrant boarded a 
commuter train and killed six, wounded 
19. Notes found at his home showed a 
vendetta against whites and ‘Uncle 
Toms’; In the Los Angeles riots, white 
truck driver, Reginald Denny was beaten 
to death after the Rodney King case. 
Altogether more than 50 died and 4,000 
were injured; Again, in 1991 after a 
Jewish driver lost control of his car and 
killed a black girl. Black demonstrators 
surged through Crown Heights in New 
York shouting “Heil Hitler” and attacking 
Jews and cars. Orthodox Jew Yankel 
Rosenbaum was stabbed to death, as a 
gang jumped him shouting: “get the Jew.” 
Police arrested gang member Lemrick 
Nelson with a bloody knife. DNA 
evidence established the blood on the 
knife as Rosenbaum’s and Nelson was 


identified by the dying Rosenbaum. The 
case was airtight and Nelson even 
confessed to it. A majority black jury 
acquitted him! ‘Blackrage’ says D’Souza 
is occasioned by ‘white racism’ and black 
failure — at work, in school and in family 
life. 

D’Souza examines black failure: ‘The 
last few decades have witnessed nothing 
less than a breakdown of civilisation 
within the African American community: 
This breakdown is characterised by 
extremely high rates of criminal activity, 
by the normalisation of illegitimacy, by the 
predominance of single-parent families, 
by high levels of addiction to alcohol and 
drugs, by a parasitic reliance on 
government provision, by hostility to 
academic achievement as ‘acting white’, 
and by a celebration of the criminal and 
the outlaw as authentically black.’ These 
group patterns he says are dysfunctional 
and need to be modified. Black 
intellectuals refuse to criticise black 
pathologies or seek internal reform. 
Those that do are derided as Uncle Toms, 
shunned and have death threats made 
against them. Inner cities are boarded up, 
black communities have broken down, 
nothing works and gangs rule for power 
and pleasure. A drug culture, he says, has 
taken root interspersed with shootings. 

D’Souza of course, even in the midst of 
this hell, believes that the multi-racial 
system can still be saved. Much like the 
lion shall lie down with the lamb, so shall 
the races live in harmony and be equal! 

WHITE BACKLASH 

Whites on the other hand says D’Souza 
feel that ‘racism’ is all in the mind of 
hypersensitive black activists, that 
immigration is too high and for which 
welfare is a magnet, while affirmative 
action is resented. Support for white 
attitudes is, he says, given by commentators 
blasting Affirmative Action, rather like 
the EU is shot at in Britain. The Bell 
Curve by Hemstein & Murray with its 
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NATIONAL BESTSELLER 

"The most thorough, intelligent, and well-informed presentation of 
the case against liberal race policies that has yet appeared, n 
-George M. Fredrickson , The New York Review of Books 

The End 
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findings that Blacks and Hispanics 
are less intelligent than whites 
was a runaway best seller in the 
US. This book, he feels, 
confirmed what whites privately 
believe. It explained black 
underachievement in work, at 
school, for white countries being 
prosperous, for Asia and South 
America expanding 

economically and for Africa 
remaining poor and in chaos, and 
finally for black over¬ 
representation in prison. D’ Souza 
goes on: Tf Hernstein and 
Murray are right, the hope for a 
society in which all groups 
compete on equal terms is an 
illusion.’ 

The liberal idea of 
desegregation allowed blacks 
and whites to see each other at 
close quarters and hence dispel 
irrational prejudice. But as 
D’Souza says, the idea had a 
catch. It also allowed blacks and 
whites to see which of their 
prejudices were true! Rational 
discrimination, he says, is based 
on accurate real group behaviour 
patterns that may nevertheless 
be unfair to particular members 
of a group. 

Thus D’Souza says that while 
racial discrimination has ended, rational 
discrimination is rife and justified. Facts 
such as 50 per cent of the prison 
population is black and 25 per cent of 
young black men are either in prison, on 
parole, or on probation mean that when 
people — white or black avoid young 
black men, their behaviour is not racial, but 
rational. And while it may be hurtful for 
law-abiding young black males to feel 
stereotyped, their feeling of insult is 
outweighed by white, and black, fear of 
assault. 

Grasping the nettle of scholastic tests he 
says: The racial gap in performance 
between white and black students 
remains large and embarrassing.’ Noting 
the reaction to Hernstein and Murray’s 
Bell Curve D’ Souza draws no conclusions, 
but strongly suggests that their thesis — 
that Blacks perform 15 IQ points lower 
than Whites — is correct. He agrees with 
liberals that one test may indeed be biased, 
but as he says: ‘it is inconceivable that 
every test so far designed has also been 
unfair.’ Reinforcing this is ‘the 
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embarrassing fact of Asian American 
success.’ 

Having read up to this point, so 
devastating was the critique of the liberal 
fantasy on race, that I wondered if 
D’Souza had misrepresented his position 
and that he was not a liberal at all! His 
attack continued and I found myself 
almost cheering when he described the 
‘liberal despair.’ 

LIBERAL DESPAIR 

In the 1960s, liberals assumed that 
desegregation and non-discrimination 
would provide the motor for solving the 
race problem and would produce equality. 
D’ Souza charges that it has failed and that 
opinion-shaping ‘proofs’ are a fraud. 
Alexander Haley’s Roots is denounced 
as a fraud as is Margaret Mead, who 
‘proved’ that the Samoans — a stone age 
culture — were actually the cultural 
superiors of the West. He blows the 
whistle on Franz Boas, the leading anti¬ 
racist ‘scientist’ of his age, who actually 
encouraged his students, including Mead, 


to cheat. The ‘scientific’ backing 
given to the we-are-all-equal side 
of the racial argument gave that 
side dominance over the dissenters 
from the 1930s onwards. 

D’Souza concludes therefore 
that anti-racism is intellectually 
bankrupt and correctly identifies 
‘black rage’, ‘white backlash’ 
and ‘liberal despair’ as the debris 
of a liberal intellectual edifice in 
the process of collapse. One 
wonders at the end of all this what 
D’Souza imagines can replace 
the whole rotten structure which 
he has so thoroughly demolished. 
Surprisingly, the answer is nothing. 
D’Souza makes no attempt to 
‘prove’ anything philosophically 
or otherwise, merely noting that 
the ‘We-are-all-equal’ argument 
is dominant. 

His premise is that since there 
was a start to racism as 
Europeans discovered other 
peoples, so there should also be an 
end to racism. D’Souza himself 
has no answer to the race 
problem in America except to 
hope that the ‘Uncle Toms’, who 
represent the force for civilisation 
in the black community prevail 
over those who have become a 
‘menace to African Americans 
and the larger society.’ 

Liberalism, he argues, by ever dodging 
the causes of black failure has opened up 
a racial Pandora’s box and paved the way 
for the Balkanisation of America justified 
on liberal moral grounds of cultural 
relativism. Yet racism is, he says, what it 
always was: an opinion that recognises 
real ci vilisational differences and attributes 
them to biology. Liberal relativism has 
been based on a denial of the differences. 
What liberals should do now, he says, is 
admit those differences but deny their 
biological foundation. Black failure, he 
continues, can be excused by saying that 
some cultures (notably Western culture) 
are functionally superior to others. 

Of course, D’Souza, in blaming culture 
overlooks culture as a function of race in 
the first place. Even so, this tough 
message coming from an anti-racist is 
remarkable. Better yet, as the author is 
Indian and an anti-racist, the book has 
been widely distributed. Significant 
numbers of budding anti-racists could be 
cured completely! @ 
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Above: Stone circle, Aberdeenshire and Stonehenge, Winter Sunset. Note, these two designs are cards not posters. 



Viking Princess - poster #1 Mother and Child -poster #2 Nelson’s Glory - poster #3 British Future - poster #4 



Celtic Princess - poster # 5 Odin riding Sieipnir - poster # 6 Tyr and the Wolf - poster # 7 



Thor Wielding Mjolnir 
poster # 8 
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Heimdal and the Bridge Viking Dawn 
of Light - poster # 9 poster # 10 


Menhir by Moonlight 

poster # 11 
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